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"Critics will call this a one-sided book. But it is an invaluable corree-in the
establishment portrait of America as 'the world's greatest forgeace.' Even

confirmed opponents of U.S. interventionism can find much in this important book that
will both educate and shock them."

— Peter Dale Scott, former professor at U.C. Berkeley, poet,
and author of Deep Politics and The Death of JFK

"Whatever we think we know about U.S. foreign policy, Rogue State makes ithaear t
we don't know nearly enough. This book's grisly content may seem to require a strong
stomach, but reading its words is nothing compared to what has been done—and keeps
being done—with our tax dollars and in our names. Whether we read Rogue State as a
historical narrative or use it as a reference book, William Blusrpliatogether a

horrifying and infuriating piece of work. The footnoted information between these covers
is enough to make any awake reader want to scream with rage. This is aliugdyss/e

book because it demolishes the foundations of basic illusions about the UnigsdoBtat
America as a world power."

— Norman Solomon, author of The Habits of Highly Deceptive
Media and winner of the George Orwell Award



Never before in modem history has a country dominated the earthlsoasthe

United States does today...America is now the Schwarzenegger of internatidicsl: pol
showing off muscles, obtrusive, intimidating...The Americans, in the absencdtef i
put to them by anybody or anything, act as if they own a kind of blank check in their
"McWorld."

Der Spiegel, Germany's leading news magazine, 1997 1

The United States is good.
We try to do our best everywhere.

Madeleine Albright, 1999 2

A world once divided into two armed camps now recognizes one sole and preeminent
power, the United States of America. And they regard this with no dread. For tbe wor

trusts us with power, and the world is right. They trust us to be fair, and medtraihey
trust us to be on the side of decency. They trust us to do what's right.

George Bush, 1992 3

How can they have the arrogance to dictate to us where we should go or whiclesount
should be our friends? Gadhafi is my friend. He supported us when we werarmdbne
when those who tried to prevent my visit here today were our enemies. Thayhave
morals. We cannot accept that a state assumes the role of the walit@'san.

Nelson Mandela, 1997 4

When | came into office, | was determined that our country would go into the 21st
century still the world's greatest farce for peace and freedom, faodaoy and security
and prosperity.

Bill Clinton, 1996 5
Throughout the world, on any given day, a man, woman or child is likely to be displaced,
tortured, kitted or "disappeared"”, at the hands of governments or armed poldigad.gr

More often than not, the United States shares the blame.

Amnesty International, 1996 6
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Author's Foreword: Concerning September 11, 2001 aththe Bombing
of Afghanistan

Shortly after the publication of this book, the momentous events of SeptemBé011,
occurred. Four planes were hijacked in the United States and terroriggegeddo carry

out the most devastating attack on American soil in the history of the country. The
physical destruction and personal suffering caused by the attacks was imimense

addition to punishing the perpetrators who were still alive, the most presssigmis

facing the United States was—or should have been—to not allow what happened to pass
without deriving important lessons from it to prevent its recurrence. Clelaglynost
meaningful of these lessons was the answer to the question "Why?"

It happens that the first chapter in this book is entitled "Why Do Terroris{s Rieking
on the United States?". It argues that terrorists—whatever else thkiybei—might also
be rational human beings, which is to say that in their own minds they havenalratio
justification for their actions. Most terrorists are people deeply coadeby what they
see as social, political, or religious injustice and hypocrisy, and the imtaepounds
for their terrorism is often retaliation for an action of the United States

The chapter contains a lengthy list of such US actions in the Middle East, \alieh h

taken many lives, from the bombing of Lebanon and Libya to the sinking of an Iranian
ship; from the shooting down of an Iranian passenger plane and the unending bombing of
the Iraqi people to the support of despotic Middle Eastern regimes and #ieemas

military aid to Israel despite the devastation and routine torturehghabuntry inflicts

upon the Palestinian people.

As retribution for decades of military, economic and political oppressipnsed upon
the Middle East and the mainly Muslim population who live there by the American
Empire, the buildings targeted by the terrorists were not chosen at randomntdgoRe
and World Trade Center represented the military and economic mighthitieel
States, while the plane that crashed in Pennsylvania may well have been gntdgivea
political wing, the White House.

Perspective can be everything. If what the hijackers did is inexcusable, it is lsane m
inexplicable.

It's not just people in the Middle East who have good reason for hating what the US
government does. The United States has created huge numbers of potentististetr
over Latin America during a half-century of American actions far wirae those
perpetrated in the Middle East. If Latin Americans shared the belre&ny Muslims

that they will go directly to paradise for martyring themselves by killing thet&Gegan,
by now we might have had decades of repeated terrorist horror coming frtinmosthe
US-Mexican border. As it is, over the years the region has produced numerdks @itac
American embassies, diplomats, US Information Agency offices, and the like

There are also the people of Asia and Africa. Much the same thing applies.



The magnitude of the September 11 attack was such that the American niedia—t
serious or passably serious segments—were obliged to delve into areas thély "orma
not visit. A number of mainstream newspapers, magazines and radio statibes; i
guest to understand "Why?", suddenly—or so it seemed—discovered that the United
States had been engaged in actions like the ones listed above and countless othe
interventions in foreign lands over the decades that could indeed produce agreat de
of anti-American feeling.

This was one positive outcome of the tragedy. This "revelation", however, eppear
escape the mass of the American people, the great majority of gétdireir snatches of
foreign news from tabloid newspapers, lowest-common-denominatorpesjrams, and
laughably superficial TV newscasts.

Thus it was that instead of an outpouring of reflection upon what the United 8tess

to the world to make it so hated, there was an outpouring of patriotism of thevestrro
kind: Congress members stood on the steps of the Capitol and sang "God Bless
America", stores quickly sold out their stocks of American flags, which fadgteigh and
low in whatever direction one looked, callers to radio shows spat out venom and
bloodlust, at entertainment and sporting events it became de rigueur to begin with a
military and/or patriotic ceremony, one could scarcely pick up a newspapen antthe
radio or TV without some tribute to American courage, and everyone and his ceusin w
made into "heroes". This phenomenon continued, hardly abated, into the year 2002.

And the serious American media soon returned to normal mode; i.e., one calddlyeg
find more significant and revealing informa-tion concerning US foreign palitiya
London papers, the Guardian and the Independent, than in the New York Times and
Washington Post.

Most Americans find it difficult in the extreme to accept the propositiontdéneorist acts
against the United States can be viewed as revenge for Washingtomnés adiroad.

They believe that the US is targeted because of its freedom, its depmaizavealth.

The Bush administration, like its predecessors following other terrotsstlaas pushed

this as the official line ever since the attacks. The American Countilistees and

Alumni, a conservative watchdog group founded by Lynne Cheney, wife of the vice-
president, and Senator Joseph Lieberman, announced in November the formation of the
Defense of Civilization Fund, declaring that "It was not only America tlaatattacked

on September 11, but civilization. We were attacked not for our vices, uirfor

virtues."1

But government officials know better. A Department of Defense study in 199ludedc
that: "Historical data show a strong correla-tion between US involvemerternational
situations and an increase in terrorist attacks against the Unitesl,'Qtate

Former president Jimmy Carter, some years after he left the WhiteHwas
unambiguous in his agreement with this:



We sent Marines into Lebanon and you only have to go to Lebanon, to Syria or to Jordan
to witness first-hand the intense hatred among many people for the Unitesliteause

we bombed and shelled and unmercifully killed totally innocent villagers—emamd

children and farmers and housewives—in those villages around Beirut...Astafesul
that...we became kind of a Satan in tbe minds of those who are deeply resentfisl. Tha
what precipitated the taking of our hostages [in Iran] and that is wbatd@agifated

some of the terrorist attacks—which were totally unjustified and crirBina

The terrorists responsible for the original bombing of the World Tradé&e€back in
1993 sent a letter to the New York Times which stated, in part: "\&lardeour
responsibility for the explosion on the mentioned building. This action was done in

response for the American political, economical, and military support &l theastate of
terrorism and to the rest of the dictator countries in the region."4

Further evidence of government and media awareness of the connection betwdén ant
terrorism and American policies is offered in chapter one of this book.

The perpetrators

For two and a half months following September 11 the most powerful nationanyhist
rained down a daily storm of missiles upon Afghanistan, one of the poorest ahd mo
backward countries in the world. Eventually, this question pressed itself onto tkésworl
stage: Who killed more innocent, defenseless people? The terroristdinitheé States

on September 11 with their flying bombs? Or the Americans in Afghamnistartheir
AGM-86D cruise missiles, their AGM-130 missiles, their 15,000Apbtdaisy cutter”
bombs, their depleted uranium and their cluster bombs?

By year's end, the count of the terrorists’ victims in New York, Washington and
Pennsylvania stood at about 3,000. The total count of civilian dead in Afghanistan as a
result of American bombing was essentially ignored by US officials and jost ab
everyone else, but a painstaking compilation of numerous individual reportshigom t
American and international media and human rights organizations by ancAmeri
professor arrived at considerably more than 3,500 Afghan dead through earnytieece
and still counting.5

This figure does not include those who died later of bomb injuries, or those who died
from cold and hunger due to their homes being destroyed by bombs, or the deaths from
exposure or hunger among the hundreds of thousands of internal refugees fleeing the
bombing. Neither does it include the thousands of "military” deaths or the hundreds of
prisoners who were executed or otherwise slaughtered by Washington's reslortfre
fighter" allies in conjunction with American military and intelligeraggeratives. In the

final analysis, the body count will also be missing the inevitable victims declus
bombs-turned-landmines and those who perish more slowly from deplet@drar

caused sicknesses.



There will be no minutes of silence for the Afghan dead, no memorial seatieeded
by high American officials and entertain-ment celebrities, no messageaddlence
sent by heads of state, no millions of dollars raised for the victimsidaniet, all in all,
it was a bloodbath that more than rivals that of September 11.

And of the thousands dead in Afghanistan, how many, can it be said with any certainty,
had played a conscious role in the American catastrophe?

According to the video of Osama bin Laden presented to the world by the US
government, he himself didn't find out the exact date of the terrorist act vatidys

before it took place, and most of the hijackers did not know they were part ofdesui
mission until they prepared to board the planes. (The FBI reportedly came toethe latt
conclusion long before the video was made public.6) Given that, it appears eminently
safe to say that exceedingly few other people in the world were knowingly in on the plot,
perhaps a number that can be counted on the fingers of one hand. Consequaatly, if t
American bombing campaign in Afghanistan was designed to kill the getzdtrators,

it was a fool's mission; a violent fool.

If Timothy McVeigh, perpetrator of the terrible bombing of the federal nglahn

Oklahoma City in 1995, had not been quickly caught, would the United States have
bombed the state of Michigan or any of the other places he called home? No, they would
have instituted a mammoth manhunt until they found him and punished him. But in
Afghanistan, the United States proceeded virtually on the assumptionenatree who
supported the Taliban government, native or foreigner, was 1) a "tereore®)

morally, if not legally, stained with the blood of September 11—or perhagpsron

another anti-US terrorist action of the past—and was thus fair game.

However, when the shoe is on the other foot, even American officials can pevb&te

is the honorable path to walk. Speaking of Russia's problem with Chechnya in 1999, the
US State Department's second in command, Strobe Talbott, urged Moscow to show
“restraint and wisdom". Restraint, he said, "means taking action agahgrrorists,

but not using indiscriminate force that endangers innocents."7

Suggesting a moral equivalency between the United States and terroristsi oy tloe
cold war, with communists) never fails to inflame American anger. Tharits
purposely aimed to kill civil-ians, we are told, while any non-combatant \satinthe
American bombings were completely accidental.

Whenever the United States goes into one of its periodic bombing frenzig¢s and i
missiles take the lives of numerous civilians, this is called "evdhdamage"—inflicted
by the Fates of War—for the real targets, we are invariably told, werernilita

But if day after day, in one country after another, the same scenario tages—pl
dropping prodigious quantities of powerfully lethal ordnance from very high altitudes
with the full knowledge that large numbers of civilians will perish or bemad, even
without missiles going "astray"—what can one say about the intentions of taecam



military? The best, the most charitable, thing that can be said is that they don't
care. They want to bomb and destroy for certain political ends and they dontilpdytic
care if the civilian population suffers grievously.

In Afghanistan, when, on successive days in October, US gun-ships machine-gunned and
cannoned the remote farming village of Chowkar-Karez, killing as many esiBans,
a Pentagon official was moved to respond at one point: "the people theredare dea

because we wanted them dead", while US Defense Secretary DonalceRumsf
commented: "l cannot deal with that particular village."8

Often, the United States actually does want to cause the suffering, hoping ihd¢#dv
people to turn against the government. This was a recurrent feature ofrtbie@pof
Yugoslavia in 1999. As will be seen in the "War Criminals" chapter in treepte
volume, US/NATO officials—in their consummate arrogance—freelyiteldithis again
and again.

And in Afghanistan we have the example of the chief of the British Deféatfe A&Im.

Sir Michael Boyce, declaring that the bombing will continue "until the people of the
country themselves recognize that this is going to go on until they get the leadership

changed."9

Such a policy fits very well into the FBI definition of international terrorigrich
speaks of the use of force or violence against persons or property "to iteiondmerce
a government, the civilian population, or any segment thereof, in furtheranceticbpoli
or social objectives."

Speak no evil, so Americans will see no evil

In reaction to a number of gruesome images of Afghan bombing victims, aressxp
European and Middle Eastern concern about civilian casualties, thecAmaredia
strove to downplay the significance of such deaths. The chairman of Cable News
Network (CNN) advised the news staff that it "seems perversets too much on the
casualties or hardship in Afghanistan."10 A Fox Network report on the warenezhd
why journalists should bother covering civilian deaths at all. "The question I' lsave:,
the host, "is civilian casualties are historically, by definition, a part of sally. Should
they be as big news as they've been?" His guest from National PutbiccrBplied: "No.
Look, war is about killing people. Civilian casualties are unavoidable." Another guest, a
columnist from the national magazine U.S. News & World Report, concurCedlidn
casualties are not...news. The fact is that they accompany wars."11

But if in fact the September 11 attacks were an act of war, as the: wesrbeen told
repeatedly by George W. Bush and his minions, then the casualties obtlieThade
Center were clearly civilian war casualties. Why then have the medmedl so much
time to their deaths?



These were of course the only kind of deaths Americans wanted to hear abouty and the
could actually become furious when told of Afghan deaths. A memo circulated at the
Panama City, Florida News Herald warned editors: "DO NOT USEoplast Page 1A
showing civilian casualties from the U.S. war on Afghanistan. Our sigparpn Fort
Walton Beach has done so and received hundreds and hundreds of threatening e-mails
and the like."12

The American powers-that-be can indeed count on support for their wars from the
American people and the corporate media. It would take an exemplamches#art to

uncover a single American daily newspaper that unequivocally opposed the US bombing
of Afghanistan.

Or a single American daily newspaper that unequivocally opposed the US-NATO
bombing of Yugoslavia two years earlier.

Or a single American daily newspaper that unequivocally opposed the US bombing of
Iraq in 1991.

Is this not remarkable? In a supposedly free society, with a suppos-edly feeaqoict
almost 1,500 daily newspapers, the odds should be decidedly against this being the case.
But that's the way it is.

The Mecca of hypocrisy

After the terrorist attacks in the United States, Secretary of Gadite Powell
condemned "people who believe with the destruction of buildings, with the murder of
people, they can somehow achieve a political purpose."13

Does that not precisely describe what the United States did in 1999 wherbidbo
Yugoslavia for 78 days and nights? And is this not the same Colin Powell whedirect
the horrific bombings of Panama and Irag? Do American leaders think that nosone ha
any memory? Or do they simply not care what people think?

More hypocrisy of a breathtaking kind: President Bush and other officials haugetput
and angrily declared that it's not only terrorists that the US is going to be waaing w
against, it's any nation which harbors terrorists. However, in the chajateeri for
Terrorists", the reader will see that there are few, if any, natiohkanaor more
terrorists than the United States.

Winning Afghan hearts and minds
Bombs were not all that fell from the sky from American airplanestélivere also food

packages. Was it not something inordinately strange for the United Statedrappmg
both bombs and food on the people of Afghanistan at the same time?



If the Japanese had dropped some nice packages of teriyaki along with the bBedr$ a
Harbor, would Americans and the world have looked more kindly on the Japanese?

Perhaps if the September 11 terrorists had dropped some hot pastranicisesdw
downtown Manhattan before their hijacked planes hit the World Trade Center...

But these things work, of course. Millions of Americans felt a rush of plidetaheir
country's magnanimity. The United States, the inventor and perfecter ofrmode
advertising and public relations, had done it again.

And in the same vein, there were the many flyers dropped on the people of Afghanist
Here's one dropped around October 20:

Do you enjoy being ruled by the Taliban? Are you proud to live a life of fear? Are you
happy to see the place your family has owned for generations a terrorist tragpasi

you want a regime that is turning Afghanistan into the Stone Age and giving Islam a bad
name? Are you proud to live under a government that harbors terrorists? Are you proud
to live in a nation ruled by extreme fundamentalists? The Taliban have robbed your
country of your culture and heritage. They have destroyed your national monuments, a
cultural artifacts. They rule by force, violence, and fear based on thea\fmreigners.
They insist that their form of Islam is the one and only form, the true form,\time di

form. They see themselves as religious experts, even though they are ignagrkillTh
commit injustice, keep you in poverty and claim it is in the name of God.

In the same spirit, the following flyer might be dropped over the United States

Do you enjoy being ruled by the Republican-Democratic Party? Are you proud to live a
life of fear, insecurity and panic? Are you happy to see the place your faasilgwned

for generations taken away by a bank? Do you want a regime that is turning the United
States into a police state and giving Christianity a bad name? Are you proud to live unde
a government that harbors hundreds of terrorists in Miami.?

Are you proud to live in a nation ruled by extreme capitalists and religious comges@at

The capitalists have robbed your country of your equality and justice. They have
destroyed your national parks and rivers and corrupted your media, your elections and
your personal relations. They rule by threat of unemployment, hunger, and homelessness
based on the advice of a god called the market. They insist that their forganizing a
society and remaking the world is the one and only form, the true form, the divime for
They see themselves as morality experts, even though they are ignorant. They bom
invade, assassinate, torture, overthrow, commit injustice, keep you andrkthéwo

poverty and claim it is in the name of God.

Rebuilding Afghanistan?



"U.S. Meeting Envisions Rebuilding Afghanistan” read the headline in the Washingt
Post of November 21. After a one-day meeting in Washington of leaders fmdongn
nations and international organizations, US and Japanese officials saiddhey ha
developed an "action program" for the long-term rebuilding of the war-ravageatry.o

This well may have thrown another log on the feel-good-about-America firedahdieen
warming the frazzled citizenry since September 11. But like muttaebfuel, there was
likely a lot more propaganda here than substance.

It's a remarkable pattern. The United States has a long record of bombamg nati
reducing entire neighborhoods, and much of cities, to rubble, wrecking therurdras,
ruining the lives of those the bombs didn't kill. And afterward doing nothing to repair the
damage.

Though it was promised in writing that the US would pursue its "traditional palicy"
"postwar reconstruction”, no compensation was given to Vietnam after sedscad
devastation. During the same war, Laos and Cambodia were equally wakt8d by
bombing. They, too, qualified to become beneficiaries of Washington's itreadit
policy" of zero reconstruction.

Then came the American bombings of Grenada and Panama in the 1980s. Hundreds o
Panamanians petitioned the Washington-controlled Organization of Aaneitates as

well as American courts, all the way up to the US Supreme Court, for "just
compensation” for the damage caused by Operation Just Cause (this bawtg the
tongue-in-cheek name given to the American invasion and bombing). They got nothing,
as did the people of Grenada.

It was Iraq's turn next, in 1991: 40 days and nights of relentless bombingrtestai
power, water and sanitation systems and everything else that goes into the making of
modern society. Everyone knows how much the United States has done to help rebuild
Iraq.

In 1999 we had the case of Yugoslavia: 78 days of round-the-clock bombing,
transforming an advanced industrial state into virtually a third world country; the
reconstruction needs were awesome. Two years later, June 200theaferbs had
obediently followed Washington's wishes to oust Slobodan Milosevic and turn him over
to the international court in the Hague, a "donors' conference" was convened by the
European Commission and the World Bank, supposedly concerned with Yugoslavia's
reconstruction. It turned out to be a conference concerned with Yugoslabis sraee

than anything else.

Serbian premier Zoran Djindjic, regarded as highly pro-Western, saiduly mterview
with the German news magazine Der Spiegel, that he felt betrayed by she We
declaring:



It would have been better if the donors' conference had not taken place andvirestead
had been given 50 million DM in cash...In August we should be getting the first
instalment, 300 million Euro. Suddenly we are being told that 225 million Ellrben
withheld for the repayment of old debts which in part were accumulated duta’'sy T
time. Two-thirds of that sum are fines and interest, accrued becaloseWwt refused for
ten years to pay back these credits. We shall get the remaining 75 miltiomE
November at the earliest. Such are the principles in the West, we regddidi This
means a seriously ill person is to be given medicine after he is dead. @ait ordnths
will be July, August and September.14

By the end of 2001 it wasAR2years since Yugoslavian bridges had fallen into the
Danube, the country's factories and homes destroyed, its transportatigpeirry at

Yugoslavia has still not received any funds for reconstruction from thétest and
leading perpetrator of the bombing campaign, the United States.

Whoever winds up ruling Afghanistan will find it conspicuously difficult to block the US
military from building what it wants to build there for its own purposes. As ®thited
States doing some building for the Afghan people, they may have a long wait. Iimarke
contrast to the Washington Post headline of November 21 noted above was the report in
the same newspaper five weeks later: "The Bush administration haieadiat

because it has paid for most of the military campaign that made thgavewnment

possible, it expects other countries, especially Japan and European natiomnisthe lea

way in rebuilding the country."15

As if the American bombing campaign had been carried out at the requestoofthar f
benefit of, Japan and Europe, and not for Washington's own interests!

Following their bombing of Iraq, the United States wound up with military basesith Sa
Arabia, Kuwait and neighboring countries in the Persian Gulf region.

Following their bombing of Yugoslavia, the United States wound up with militaggsoa
in Kosovo, Albania, Macedonia, Hungary, Bosnia and Croatia.

Following their bombing of Afghanistan, the United States appears on course to wind up
with military bases in Afghanistan, Pakistan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistath perhaps
elsewhere in the area.

The bombing, invasion and occupation of Afghanistan were conducted—apart from the
primitive lashing out in blind revenge against...somebody—primarily for the pugbose
ensuring the instal-lation of a new government that would be sufficiently areenabl
Washington's international objectives, including the siting of bases aneiect
communications intercept stations and the running of oil and gas pipelines through the
country from the Caspian Sea region.

The welfare of the people of Afghanistan, by contrast, can have counted for little
considering that the elements put in power by US military might are latgedg ivhose



earlier rule before the Taliban was so depraved that many Afghansweeld¢be
accession of the Taliban to power; their newest atrocities, carried outaoveerof
American firepower, show they haven't lost their touch. The prime miwikthae interim
government, Hamid Karzai, though himself not seeming too villainous, may have a
credibility problem, given his long close contact with the US State Departietianal
Security

Council, Congress, and other pillars of the American foreign policy e$talgg.16 Yet

the connection may work only one way, for when leaders of the interim government
asked the United States to halt its bombing in December because reftirent deaths of
innocent people, Washington refused, saying it had its own timeline. This does not bode
well for the future Afghan government and society; neither does Kaapgt@ntment of
General Rashid Dostum as deputy defense minister, a man amongst whoseis hiae

habit of punishing his soldiers by tying them to tank tracks and then driving the tanks
around his barracks' square to turn them into mincemeat.17

Terrorist scares

In the Introduction which follows, written in 1999, the point is made that tretespef
dangerous and threatening enemies of one kind or another has been highly exaggerated
for decades in order to intimidate the American public into accepting tlomaksecurity
state, that was all the while being molded, and to persuade the citizearyetwder their
power to the authorities who can save them from what they have been madiputate
fearing. The national security state, with its accompanying immense budgétiple

benefits for its managers, and justification for increased police powkesp the

doubters in line is a state of affairs much desired by the elites.

In light of what happened on September 11, 2001 it may appear to some that the threa
was not in fact exaggerated, but rather very real. But the Introduction to this book does
not imply that there will never be a major attack on the United States fon algertain

level of military and other preparedness is necessary. Given the condligatdiece and
destructiveness of US foreign policy, retaliation has to be expected, atnenart

another, somewhere.

For close on fifty years the imminent threat of a Soviet invasion of Westeop& or
nuclear attack upon the United States was drummed into the American consciousness
Nothing of the sort ever happened, of course. Nothing of the sort was ever seriously
contemplated by the Soviets, for obvious reasons of self-preservation. Themewith t
demise of the Soviet Union, multiple new "enemy" countries were found, aldmghei
drug threat and the terrorist threat. The very occasional terroridtsattache United
States, almost always abroad and in response to Washington's policeeaseat to fan
fears and expand budgets. The attack of September does not justify more thyaarfgty
of lies. Indeed, what has taken place in the United States since the attscgreat
credence to the proposition that the purpose of all the fear-mongeringhatgsacritics
always charged—in fact, understated.



After the attack it was Christmas every day for the national secutdlisfiment and its
corporate cohorts. All their wish lists were fulfilled, and then some. In staet,dhey
massively increased defense spending; shamelessly stifled sociahgpenotmoted
obscenely extensive tax breaks for the largest corporations; greatly atcseggeillance
and prosecutory powers over the citi-zenry, including license to enter theis home
virtually at will, to an extent a dictatorship might envy; tore up the Bill of Rifgrtaon-
citizens, including legal residents; created a new Office of Homelandi§e launched

efforts to cut back on environmental legislation; unilaterally abrogateadang arms
control treaty; announced plans to expand the American Empire, under the rubric of an

"anti-terrorism crusade”, to Irag, Somalia, North Korea, and Sudan, amonrgyst aifd
a great deal more.

Many critics of the bombing campaign, who were in vulnerable positions, suffered
consequences: a number of university teachers who had spoken out againstdake war
their positions or were publicly rebuked by school officials, high-school studengs w
suspended for the same reason, the only member of Congress who voted against the
"Authorization for Use of Military Force" received innumerable thseatd hate mail;

and so it went.

The fruit of the foregoing is a police state, not the worst police state in the tovdre
sure, but a police state nonetheless; the War on Drugs had made it suchf@een be
September 11.

One of the prime motivations behind this assault on civil liberties is vely tike elite's
deep-seated desire to rid themselves of the scourge of the anti-glitralzavement.

In the new anti-terrorism law (the "USA PATRIOT Act")—rushedbtigh the legislative
process before almost any member of Congress could even read the lengthyteext—ac
that appear to be intended "to intimidate or coerce a civilian populationifuehce the
policy of a government by intimidation or coercion” can be categorized agi4ertp

with great danger not only to the individual arrested, but also to his or her group and to
those who have contributed to the group. All will be under serious threat of having the
worldly assets confiscated, at a minimum.

How many young people are going to put their future at such great risk? How many
organizations are going to risk losing everything?

Who knew what when?

Unsurprisingly, numerous reports have surfaced since September 11 aitéch r
guestions about the official version of events; reports concerning the €Armg with
Osama bin Laden in July 2001 in a Dubai hospital; Israel's Mossad being bellind it a
at least having had intelligence about the attacks in advance and not sharing fit, so tha
Americans could see what Israel goes through with terrorists; theefaflair safety and

air defense systems to carry out long-standing, well-practiced, rgutnedures and

shoot down the second and third planes, perhaps deliberately choosing not to do so;
substantial insider trading shortly before the attacks based on the expectatiba that



stocks of American and United Airlines would plunge along with their planespiStc
meetings with and support of the Taliban for years; the ties between theaihand
the bin Ladens; and much more.18 There's enough there to feed reseathers a
publishers for years to come. But it is beyond the capacity of this essay to elxplore t
guestions raised in anything approaching the depth some of them deserve.

| can only add my own speculative analysis to the already weighty pile. It strains
credulity to believe that the FBI, CIA, NSA, et al. were unaware, dtileasme detail,
that a significant terrorist operation in the United States was in tmgpéind as wild as
that operation turned out to be, its nature could not have been unthinkable by these
agencies, for in February 2000, in Israel, at the First Internationaéf@make on Defense
Against Suicide Attacks, the CIA had received specific warnings thatistsrarere
planning to hijack commercial aircraft to use as weapons to attack impsytahols in
the United States.19 Moreover, a terrorist arrested in the Philippid€95 revealed his
group's plan to hijack small planes, fill them with explosives, and crash themthent
CIA and other US government targets.20

Two or three of the hijackers were on an FBI watch list. According to FBI soumces
virtually every case in which the FBI has prevented a terrorist agackess depended

on long-term investigations, whose hallmarks were patience and lettingstgpiots go
forward. "You obviously want to play things out so you can fully identify the breadth and
scope of the conspiracy. Obviously, the most efficient and effective way hatis to

bring it down to the last stage."21

They may have waited one stage too long.

Although there's very little that one should rule out as being morally beyond the
American powers-that-be, | don't think they would have allowed what happened to
happen if they had known exactly what and when it was going to be. Certainly, the
Pentagon would not have permitted its own home and personnel to be so savagely
violated. It remains inevitable, however, that the fact of so much ofiteg aish lists
being fulfilled in the wake of September 11 is guaranteed to fuel further canspir
theories.

Is this any way to end terrorism?

The American bombing of Afghanistan may well turn out to be a political traickwre

Can it be doubted that thousands throughout the Muslim world were emotionally and
spiritually recruited to the cause of the next Osama bin Laden by the awfuianithat

That is to say, the next generation of terrorists. Indeed, in December, vehienierican
bombs were still falling on Afghanistan, a man—a-British citizen Richaid,Réo was a
convert to Islam—tried to blow up an American Airlines plane en route to thedJnit

States with explosives hidden in his shoes. At the London mosque that Reid hadiattende
the cleric in charge warned that extremists were enlisting other youngkaéteid and

that agents aligned with radical Muslim figures had stepped up recruiting sffarts
September 11. The cleric said that he knew of "hundreds of Richard Readsted in



Britain. Reid, described in the press as a "drifter”, reportedly travelech®, IEgypt, the
Netherlands, and Belgium before arriving in Paris and boarding the Ameridane#\ir
plane.22 This raises the question of who was financing him. It seems thedehe r
freezing of numerous bank accounts of alleged terrorist groups throughoutrktidyvo
the United States may have rather limited effect.

Americans do not feel any more secure in their places of work, in their plastsuoé)
or in their travels than they did the day before their government's bombings began.

Has the power elite learned anything? Here's James Woolsey, forestodof the CIA,
speaking in December in Washington, advocating an invasion of Iraq and unconcerned
about the response of the Arab world: the silence of the Arab public in the wake of
America's victories in Afghanistan, he said, proves that "only fearavébstablish

respect for the U.S."23

What, then, can the United States do to end terrorism directed agairtst gdSwer lies

in removing the anti-American motiva-tions of the terrorists. To achréseAmerican
foreign policy will have to undergo a profound metamorphosis, as the contents of this
book testify.

If | were the president, | could stop terrorist attacks against thedJSiates in a few

days. Permanently. | would first apologize to all the widows and orphans, thedorture
and impoverished, and all the many millions of other victims of Americaeriaism.

Then | would announce, in all sincerity, to every corner of the world, that Anserica’
global interventions have come to an end, and inform Israel that it is no longdisthe

state of the USA but henceforth—oddly enough—a foreign country. | would then reduce
the military budget by at least 90% and use the savings to pay reparations tairtie vic
There would be more than enough money. One year's military budget of $330 &illion i
equal to more than $18,000 an hour for every hour since Jesus Christ was born.

That's what I'd do on my first three days in the White House. On the fourthddag
assassinated.

Washington, DC, January 2002
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Introduction

This book could be entitled Serial Chain-Saw Baby Killers and the Women @eo L
Them.

The women don't really believe that their beloved would do such a thing, even & they'r
shown a severed limb or a headless torso. Or if they believe it, they know down to their
bone marrow that lover-boy really had the best of intentions; it must have meerkisal

of very unfortunate accident, a well-meaning blunder; in fact, even morg likelas a
humanitarian act.

For 70 years, the United States convinced much of the world that there was an
international conspiracy out there. An International Communist Conspiratyngeno
less than control over the entire planet, for purposes which had no socially iregleem
values. And the world was made to believe that it somehow needed the Uateit&
save it from communist darkness. "Just buy our weapons," said Washington, "let our
military and our corporations roam freely across your land, and give us veto@aewxer
who your leaders will be, and we'll protect you."

It was the cleverest protection racket since men convinced women that ¢lokeyl meen
to protect them—if all the men vanished overnight, how many women would be afraid to
walk the streets?

And if the people of any foreign land were benighted enough to not realize that they
needed to be saved, if they failed to appreciate the underlying nobility of American
motives, they were warned that they would burn in Communist Hell. Or a Cliniées
thereof. And they would be saved nonetheless.

A decade after the fall of the Berlin Wall, America is still saving coesiand peoples
from one danger or another. The scorecard reads as follows: From 1948&nd thiethe
century, the United States attempted to overthrow more than 40 foreign gontsnamel
to crush more than 30 populist-nationalist movements struggling againstahbtele
regimes. In the process, the US caused the end of life for severahrpébple, and
condemned many millions more to a life of agony and despair.

As | write this in Washington, DC, in April 1999, the United States is basgyng
Yugoslavia. Bombing a modern, sophisticated society back to a pre-iatiagei And
The Great American Public, in its infinite wisdom, is convinced thaaternment is
motivated by "humanitarian” impulses.

Washington is awash with foreign dignitaries here to celebrate the 50temamy of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, three days of unprecedented pomp amehsiance.



The prime ministers, presidents and foreign ministers, despite thkjrar@ delighted to

be included amongst the schoolyard bully's close friends. Private corporaéons ar
funding the opulent weekend; a dozen of them paying $250,000 apiece to have one of
their executives serve as a director on the NATO Summit's host comrviday of the
same firms lobbied hard to expand NATO by adding the Czech Republic, Hungary and
Poland, each of which will be purchasing plentiful quantities of military hardinamre

these companies.

This marriage of NATO and the transnationals is the foundation of the Nw\d @'rder,
the name George Bush gave to the American Empire. The credibility of the Ndad/ W
Order depends upon the world believing that the new world will be a better one for the
multitude of humanity, not just for those for whom too much is not enough, and beglievi
that the leader of the New World Order, the United States, means well.

Let's have a short look at some modern American history, which may hefivet. A
congressional report of 1994 informed us that:

Approximately 60,000 military personnel were used as human subjects in the 1940s to
test two chemical agents, mustard gas and lewisite [blisterldast of these subjects
were not informed of the nature of the experiments and never received Infatbeaip

after their participation in the research. Additionally, some of thesmahsubjects were
threatened with imprisonment at Fort Leavenworth if they discussedexgsements

with anyone, including their wives, parents and family doctors. For decad&eritegon
denied that the research had taken place, resulting in decades of sufientamny

veterans who became ill after the secret testing.1

Now let's skip ahead to the 1990s. Many thousands of American soldiers came home
from the Gulf War with unusual, debilitating ailments. Exposure to harmérhadal or
biological agents was suspected, but the Pentagon denied that this had occursed. Year
went by while the Gls suffered terribly: neurological problems, chronic fatsiire

problems, scarred lungs, memory loss, muscle and joint pain, severe esadach
personality changes, passing out and much more. Eventually, the Pentagon, inch by inch,
was forced to move away from its denials and admit that, yes, chensiapbw depots

had been bombed; then, yes, there probably were releases of the deadly pmsapns; t
yes, American servicemen were indeed in the vicinity of these poisonouserss1480
soldiers; then, it might have been 5,000; then, "a very large numbaglgy more than
15,000; then, finally, a precise number—20,867; then, "The Pentagon announced that a
long-awaited computer model estimates that nearly 100,000 U.S. soldiet$aual

been exposed to trace amounts of sarin gas..."2

Soldiers were also forced to take vaccines against anthrax and nerve ggesovg@by
the FDA as safe and effective, and punished, sometimes treatedrikeats, if they
refused. (During World War Il, US soldiers were forced to take a yellow fexeme
with the result that some 330,000 of them were infected with the hepatitis Byirus
Finally, in late 1999, almost nine years after the Gulf War's ead)éfiense Department



announced that a drug given to soldiers to protect them against a particulagagerve
"cannot be ruled out" as a cause of lingering illnesses in some veterans.4

The Pentagon brass, moreover, did not warn American soldiers of the grave danger of
being in close proximity to expended depleted uranium weapons on the battlefield.

If the Pentagon had been much more forthcoming from the outset about what @lkne

along about these various substances and weapons, the soldiers might have hexd a prop
diagnosis early on and received appropriate care sooner. The cost in termmsof hu

suffering was incalculable. One gauge of that cost may lie in the estimataéxtnird
of the homeless in America are military veterans.

And in the decades between the 1940s and 1990s, what do we find? A Eenarka
variety of government programs, either formally, or in effect, using soldegainea
pigs—marched to nuclear explosion sites, with pilots then sent through the nmishroo
clouds; subjected to chemical and biological weapons experiments; radiation
experiments; behavior modification experiments that washed their brainsSith L
exposure to the dioxin of Agent Orange in Korea and Vietnam...the list goes onlyliteral
millions of experimental subjects, seldom given a choice or adequateation, often

with disastrous effects to their physical and/or mental health, rardlypwaper medical
care or even monitoring,5

The moral of this little slice of history is simple: If the Unitedt&agovernment does not
care about the health and welfare of its own soldiers, if our leaders areved by the
prolonged pain and suffering of the wretched watrriors enlisted to fight theessnpars,

how can it be argued, how can it be believed, that they care about foreign peoplés? At al

When the Dalai Lama was asked by a CIA officer in 1995: "Did we do a good or bad
thing in providing this support [to the Tibetans]?", the Tibetan spiritual leafbked that
though it helped the morale of those resisting the Chinese, "thousands of ligdeswer
in the, resistance" and that "the U.S. Government had involved itself in his country's
affairs not to help Tibet but only as a Cold War tactic to challenge the Chihese."

"Let me tell you about the very rich,"” wrote E Scott Fitzgerald. "They arglitférom
you and me."

So are our leaders.

Consider Zbigniew Brzezinski, national security adviser to Jimmy Cantar1D98
interview he admitted that the official story that the US gave myila&d to the

Afghanistan opposition only after the Soviet invasion in 1979 was a lie. Thevasthhe
said, that the US began aiding the Islamic fundamentalist Moujahede®aorsixs before
the Russians made their move, even though he believed—and told this to Carter—tha
"this aid was going to induce a Soviet military intervention”.

Brzezinski was asked whether he regretted this decision.



Regret what? That secret operation was an excellent idea. It hatetit@ttirawing the
Russians into the Afghan trap and you want me to regret it? The day that the Soviets
officially crossed the border, | wrote to President Carter: We now thavepportunity of
giving to the USSR its Vietham War. Indeed, for almost 10 years, Mosaduoltarry

on a war unsupportable by the government, a conflict that brought about the
demoralization and finally the breakup of the Soviet empire.7

Besides the fact that there is no demonstrable connection between thaistmhn war

and the breakup of the Soviet empire, we are faced with the consequences of. tthet wa
defeat of a government committed to bringing the extraordinarily backwaoh matb

the 20th century; the breathtaking carnage; Moujahedeen tortuevdratyS

government officials called "indescribable horror"8; half the populationrediesd,
disabled or refugees; the spawning of thousands of Islamic fundamentedisstemwho
have unleashed atrocities in numerous countries; and the unbelievable refssion
women in Afghanistan, instituted by America's wartime allies.

And for playing a key role in causing all this, Zbigniew Brzezinski has no regrets.
Regrets? The man is downright proud of it! The kind-est thing one can say about such a

person—as about a sociopath—is that he's amoral At least in his public irmgrnati
which is all we're concerned with here. In medieval times he wouwlkl been called
Zbigniew the Terrible.

And what does this tell us about Jimmy Carter, whom many people think of as perhaps
the only halfway decent person to occupy the White House since Rooseveli? Or is
Lincoln?

In 1977, when pressed by journalists about whether the US had a moral oblig&tdm t
rebuild Vietham, President Carter responded: "Well, the destrucasmwtual.”9

(Perhaps when he observed the devastation of the South Bronx later that year, he was
under the impression that it had been caused by Viethamese bombing.)

In the now-famous exchange on TV between Madeleine Albright and reportey Lesle
Stahl, the latter was speaking of US sanctions against Iraq, and asked the then-US
ambassador to the UN: "We have heard that a half million children have thednl|
that's more children than died in Hiroshima. And—and you know, is the price wairth it

Replied Albright: "I think this is a very hard choice, but the price—we think tice gi
worth it."10

One can give Albright the absolute full benefit of any doubt and say that she had no
choice but to defend administration policy. But what kind of person is it who takes a job
appointment knowing full well that she will be an integral part of such ongoingegmlici
and will be expected to defend them without apology? Not long afterwards, Albaght w
appointed Secretary of State.



Lawrence Summers is another case in point. In December 1991 civeifeeconomist

for the World Bank, he wrote an internal memo saying that the Bank should encourage
migration of "the dirty industries" to the less-developed countries becausegsinother
reasons, health-impairing and death-causing pollution costs would be loagmuch as
these costs are based on the lost earnings of the affected workers, imaaiowety low
wages the computed costs would be much lower. "I think," he wrote, "the ecologmi
behind dumping a load of toxic waste in the lowest-wage country is impecocableea
should face up to that."11 Despite this memo receiving wide distribution and
condemnation, Summers, in 1999, was appointed Secretary of the TreasuryidgnPres
Clinton. This was a promotion from being Undersecretary of the Treasury—for
international affairs.

We also have Clinton himself, who on day 33 of the aerial devastation of Yugeslavi

33 days and nights of destroying villages, schools, hospitals, apartment buildings, the
ecology, separating people from their limbs, from their eyesight, spillingitiiestines,
traumatizing children for the rest of their days... destroying a life ¢higighs will never
know again—on day 33 William Jefferson Clinton, cautioning against judging the
bombing policy prematurely, saw fit to declare: "This may seem like a lomyg [iBut] |

don't think that this air campaign has been going on a particularly long time."12 And the
the man continued it another 45 days.

Clinton's vice president, Albert Gore, appear ed eminently suitable tcesuaice to the
throne. In 1998, he put great pressure on South Africa, threatening tnatlersaif the
government didn't cancel plans to use much cheaper generic AIDS drugs, whldh w
cut into US companies' sales.13 South Africa, it should be noted, has aboutitihvee
HIV-positive persons among its largely impoverished population. When Gore, wie at t
time had significant ties to the drug industry,14 was heckled for what he hadulomg

a speech in New York, he declined to respond in substance, but instead calletboeit
this country. | love the First Amendment."15

It's interesting to note that when Madeleine Albright was heckled in Colu@bis,n
February 1998, while defending the administration's Iraq policyyeled: "We are the
greatest country in the world!"

Patriotism is indeed the last refuge of a scoundrel, though Gore's and Adbrigids
don't quite have the ring of "Deutschlandr alles” or "Rule Britannia”.

In 1985, Ronald Reagan, demonstrating the preeminent intellect for which he was
esteemed, tried to show how totalitarian the Soviet Union was by declanmgd'l’
linguist, but I've been told that in the Russian language there isn't even a word for
‘freedom'."16 In light of the above cast of characters and their demtes;acan we ask if
there's a word in American English for "embarrassment"?

No, it is not simply that power corrupts and dehumanizes.

Neither is it that US foreign policy is cruel because American |lsatercruel.



It's that our leaders are cruel because only those willing and able to dheately cruel
and remorseless can hold positions of leadership in the foreign policy estalisiim
might as well be written into the job description. People capable of exgeshull
human measure of compassion and empathy toward faraway powerlessrstraat
alone American soldiers—do not become president of the United States, or vice
president, or secretary of state, or national security adviser or sgafetiae treasury.
Nor do they want to.

There's a sort of Peter Principle at work here. Laurence Peter tivettin a hierarchy
every employee tends to rise to his level of incompetence. Perhaps we céat@dsat
in a foreign policy estab-lishment committed to imperialist dotrongby any means
necessary, employees tend to rise to the level of cruelty they can live with.

A few days after the bombing of Yugoslavia had ended, the New York Timeshaablis

as its lead article in the Sunday Week in Review, a piece by Michael Winies, w

declared that "Human rights had been elevated to a military priority pregeminent

Western value...The war only underscored the deep ideological divide between an
idealistic New World bent on ending inhumanity and an Old World equally tatalis

about unending conflict...there is also a yawning gap between the West and much of the
world on the value of a single life."

And so on. A paean to the innate goodness of the West, an ethos unfortunately not shared
by much of the rest of the world, who, Wines lamented, "just don't buy into Western
notions of rights and responsibilities."17 The Times fed us this moraktatadr "the

West" had just completed the most ferocious sustained bombing of a natiofistong

of the planet, a small portion of whose dreadful consequences aredé¢beatzove.

During the American bombing of Iraq in 1991, the previous record for sustaine
ferociousness, a civilian air raid shelter was destroyed by a deplateidra projectile,
incinerating to charred blackness many hundreds of people, a great number of them
women and children. White House spokesman Marlin Fitzwater, reiteratimgilitsy
statements that the shelter had been a command-and-control centévVeaidn't know

why civilians were at that location, but we do know that Saddam Hussein does Bot shar
our value for the sanctity of human life."18

Similarly, during the Vietnam War, President Johnson and other governmeiai®ffic
assured us that Asians don't have the same high regard for human life asaAséao.
We were told this, of course, as American bombs, napalm, Agent Orange aogtkeli
gunships were disintegrating the Vietnamese and their highly regarded lives.

And at the same time, on a day in February 1966, David Lawrence, theodditr
News & World Report, was moved to put the following words to paper: "What the
United States is doing in Vietham is the most significant example of phibguythr
extended by one people to another that we have witnessed in our times."



| sent Mr. Lawrence a copy of a well-done pamphlet entitled American Aé®ait
Vietnam, which gave graphic detail of its subject. To this | attached a notie fivkic
repeated Lawrence's quotation with his name below it, then added: "One ofaryi$
followed by my name.

Lawrence responded with a full page letter, at the heart of which'miasik a careful
reading of it [the pamphlet] will prove the point | was trying to make—namety tha
primitive peoples with savagery in their hearts have to be helped to undehstdanget
basis of a civilized existence."

The American mind—as exemplified by that of Michael Wines and Davidédrave—is,
politically, so deeply formed that to liberate it would involve uncommon, and as yet
perhaps undiscovered, philosophical and surgical skill. The great majority ofcans
even the most cynical—who need no convincing that the words that come out of a
politician's mouth are a blend of mis-, dis-and non-information, and should alarays c
a veracity health warning—appear to lose their critical faculties wihweinonted by "our
boys who are risking their lives". If love is blind, patriotism has lost all fresss.

To the extent that the cynicism of these Americans is directed towardovernment's
habitual foreign adventures, it's to question whether the administrataied s
interpretation of a situation is valid, whether the stated goals arewole, and whether
the stated goals can be achieved—but not to question the government's motiviation. It
assumed a priori that our leaders mean well by the foreign people involvatatiey

how much death, destruction and suffering their policies objectively rasult

Congressman Otis Pike (R.-NY) headed a committee in 1975 which uncovexatbar
of dark covert actions of US foreign policy, many of which were leaked to the publ
while others remained secret. In an interview he stated that any meh@amngress
could see the entire report if he agreed not to reveal anything that was in it. "But not
many want to read it," he added.

"Why?" asked his interviewer.

"Oh, they think it is better not to know," Pike replied. "There are too many things that
embarrass Americans in that report. You see, this country went through an awhal trau
with Watergate. But even then, all they were asked to believe was thairdsdent had
been a bad person. In this new situation they are asked much more; thdyedri® as
believe that their country has been evil. And nobody wants to believe that."19

This has been compared to going to a counselor because your child is behaving strangely,
and being told, "You have a problem of incest in your family." People can't hear that.
They go to a different counselor. They grab at any other explanation. It's toa.gainf

In The History of the Peloponnesian War, Thucydides, speaking of the practice of
plundering villages, the main source of a warrior's livelihood, tells usribadisgrace
was yet attached to such an achievement, but rather credit".



Almost all of us grew up in an environment in which we learned that thou shalt not
murder, rape, rob, probably not pay off a public official or cheat on your taxes—but not
that there was anything wrong with toppling foreign governments, quashing revolutions
or dropping powerful bombs on foreign people, if it served America's "nationaitgéc

Let us look at our teachers. During the bombing of Yugoslavia, CBS Evening News

anchor Dan Rather declared: "I'm an American, and I'm an Ameeganter. And yes,
when there's combat involving Americans, you can criticize me if you marst) the if

you must, but I'm always pulling for us to win."21 (In the past, US journalests quick
to criticize their Soviet counterparts for speaking on behalf of the State.)

What does this mean? That he's going to support any war effort by the Unitech8tates
matter the legal or moral justification? No matter the effect orodesy, freedom or

self-determination? No matter the degree of horror produced? Nerraaything7.
Many other American journalists have similarly paraded themselves edeat®rs in
modern times in the midst of one of the Pentagon's frequent marches davarghth,

serving a function "more akin to stenography than journalism".22 During the Gulf Wa
much of the media, led by CNN, appeared to have a serious missile fetish, enough t
suggest a need for counseling.

The CEO of National Public Radio, Kevin Klose, is the former head of all #j@m
worldwide US government broadcast propa-ganda outlets, including Voice of Americ
Radio Free Europe, Radio Liberty and the anti-Castro Radio Marti, whictidasta into
Cuba from Florida. NPR, which can be thought of as the home service of the Voice of
America, has never met an American war it didn't like. It was inspiredstwide the war
against Yugoslavia as Clinton's "most significant foreign policy |sct23

And the head of the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, Robert Coonrod, has a resume
remarkably similar to that of Klose, from Voice of America to RadiotMar

Is it any wonder that countless Americans—bearing psyches no less nesileabthose
of other members of the species—are only dimly conscious of the fact thaivire
have the right to be unequivocally opposed to a war effort and to question the
government's real reasons for carrying it out, without thinking of themselvesres @fo
horrors) "unpatriotic"? Propaganda is to a democracy what violence is tataidicip.

During the 1991 Gulf War, the Bush administration conducted three briefulas \&ith
such telegenic figures as generals Colin Powell and Norman Schwarzkolph. Mar
Fitzwater later recalled that when ABC-TV interviewed a group of K@aesound a
kitchen table, "every answer at that table reflected one of the reasdraivgiven for
going in."24

In Spain, in the sixteenth century, the best minds were busy at work devising
rationalizations for the cruelty its conquistadors were inflicting on therladathe New



World. It was decided, and commonly accepted, that the Indians were "natveal' sla
created by God to serve the conquistadors.

Twentieth-century America took this a step further. The best and the Btiphie
assured us that United States interventions—albeit rather violent attiame not only in
the natural order of things, but they're actually for the good of the natives.

The media and the public do in fact relish catching politicians' lies, butdahesee small
lies—lies about money, sex, drug use and other peccadillos, and the ritual doubletalk of
campaignspeak. A certain Mr. A. Hitler, originally of Austria, though oftestigated,
actually arrived at a number of very perceptive insights into how the worleedioDne

of them was this:

The great masses of the people in the very bottom of their hearts tend toupéeco
rather than consciously and purposely evil...therefore, in view of the primithicity
of their minds, they more easily fall a victim to a big lie than to a little sinee they
themselves lie in little things, but would be ashamed of lies that wereg@® bi

How many Americans, after all, doubt the official rationale for dropping\themb on
Hiroshima and Nagasaki—to obviate the need for a land invasion of Japan, thus saving
thousands of American lives? However, it's been known for years that theskapade

been trying for many months to surrender and that the US had consistently ignored these
overtures. The bombs were dropped, not to intimidate the Japanese, but to qat the f

the American god into the Russians, The dropping of the A-bomb, it has been said, was
not the last shot of World War Il, but the first shot of the Cold War.26

In 1964, Secretary of State Dean Rusk, when asked about US involvement in the
overthrow of the government of Brazil, declared: "Well, there is just notova@i truth
in this. It's just not so in any way, shape or form." Yet, the United States had been
intimately involved in the coup, its role being literally indispensable.27

In the 1980s, the Reagan administration declared that the Russians wgreysprac
chemicals over Asia—the so-called "yellow rain"—and had caused thousateistios$.

So precise was Washington's information they could state at one point thghamtan
3,042 had died in 47 separate incidents. President Reagan denounced the Soviet Union
for these atrocities more than 15 times in documents and speechégelldve rain”, it

turned out, was pollen-laden feces dropped by huge swarms of honeybees flying far
overhead.28

These are three examples, chosen virtually at random. Numerous others couhbe gi

But at the beginning of the 21st century do the American people really need to be
reminded that governments lie, that great powers lie greater, that thesveohd'

superpower has the most to lie about, i.e., cover up? Do | have to descend to the banalit
of telling this to my readers?



Apparently so, if we are to judge by all those who swallowed the "humanitariamseexc
for the bombing of Yugoslavia without gagging, including many on the left.

The idea of "altruism" has been a recurrent feature of America'aftaiewith itself.

From 1918 to 1920, the United States was a major part of a Western inviasien o

infant Soviet Union, an invasion that endeavored to "strangle at its birth", aoWinst
Churchill put it, the Russian Revolution, which had effectively removed one-sixth of the
world's land surface from private capitalist investment. A natidirestiovering from a
horrendous world war, in extreme chaos from a fundamental social revoluiibim, the
throes of a famine that was to leave many millions dead, was nssigitbevastated yet
further by the invaders, without any provocation.

When the smoke had cleared, the US Army Chief of Staff put out a report on the
undertaking, which said: "This expedition affords one of the finest examplesaryro
honorable, unselfish dealings...to be helpful to a people struggling to achieve a new
liberty."29

Seventy years later, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, G&amalPowell, was
moved to tell an audience in California that the United States has "so meardsfrin the
Pacific because of "our values, our economic system and our altruisrhhi3Mas
shortly after Powell had directed the slaughter of the people of Panama.)

Author Garry Wills has commented on this American benevo-lence towardrfers:
"We believe we can literally 'kill them with kindness', moving our guns farwaa
seizure of demented charity. It is when America is in her most altraistod that other
nations better get behind their bunkers."

What is it, then, that | mean to say here—that the US govern-ment does notvtétre a
about human life or human rights?

No, | mean to say that doing the right thing is not a principle of American fqueigy,

not an ideal or a goal of policy in and of itself. If it happens that doing the right thing
coincides with, or is irrelevant to, Washington's overriding internationhitems,

American officials have no problem walking the high moral ground. But thisakyrhe

case. A study of the many US interventions— summarized numerically above, and
detailed in the "Interventions" chapter—shows clearly that the engine ofidamer

foreign policy has been fueled not by a devotion to any kind of morality, nor even simple
decency, but rather by the necessity to serve other masters, which can belbrokeo

four imperatives:

1) making the world open and hospitable for—in current terminology—globalization,
particularly American-based transnational corporations

2) enhancing the financial statements of defense contractors at home who hav
contributed generously to members of Congress and residents of the White House



3) preventing the rise of any society that might serve as a successfglexd an
alternative to the capitalist model

4) extending political, economic and military hegemony over as much of the gt
possible, to prevent the rise of any regional power that might challengecame
supremacy, and to create a world order in America's image, as befitetid's

only superpower.

To American policymakers, these ends have justified the means, andcafi heve been
available.31

In the wake of the 1973 military coup in Chile, which overthrew the sstgdvernment

of Salvador Allende, the Assistant Secretary of State for Inter-AareAdfairs, Jack

Kubisch, was hard pressed to counter charges that the United States had been involved.
"It was not in our interest to have the military take over in Chile," he insidtedotld

have been better had Allende served his entire term, taking the nation arile¢ha C

people into complete and total ruin. Only then would the full discrediting of swaial

have taken place. The military takeover and bloodshed has confused the issue."32

Though based on a falsehood made up for the occasion—that Allende's polices were
leading Chile to ruin—Kubisch's remark inadvertently expressed his goversistenitig
fealty to the third imperative stated above.

During the Cold War, US foreign policy was carried out under the waving banner of
fighting a moral crusade against what cold warriors persuaded the Ampeiople, most

of the world, and usually themselves, was the existence of a malevolenatiaieal
Communist Conspiracy. But it was always a fraud; there was never anynsoncth as

the International Communist Conspiracy. There were, as there stifleamgle living in

misery, rising up in protest against their condition, against an oppressive menwra
government likely supported by the United States. To Washington, this was proof that the
Soviet Union (or Cuba or Nicaragua, etc., functioning as Moscow's surrogeteigain

acting as the proverbial "outside agitator".

In the final analysis, this must be wondered: What kind of omnipresentpotant,
monolithic, evil international conspiracy bent on world domination would allow its
empire to completely fall apart, like the proverbial house of cards, withagitbgi any
military force to bear upon its satellites to prevent their escaping®vithdut an
invasion from abroad holding a knife to the empire's throat?

Enemies without number, threats without end

Now, of course, Washington spinmeisters can't cry "The Russians are canmdney're
ten feet tall!" as a pretext for intervention, so they have to regularly comehupawit
enemies. America cherishes her enemies. Without enemies, she is a thboh w
purpose and direction. The various components of the National Security State need
enemies to justify their swollen budgets, to aggrandize their work, to pro¢acjobs, to



give themselves a mission in the aftermath of the Soviet Union; ultimaiekinvent
themselves. And they understand this only too well, even painfully. Presented helre is C
Dennis Long, speaking in 1992, two years after the end of the Cold War, when he was
director of "total armor force readiness" at Fort Knox:

For 50 years, we equipped our football team, practiced five days a weakardlayed
a game. We had a clear enemy with demonstrable qualities, and we had scoutmat.them

[Now] we will have to practice day in and day out without knowing anything about the
other team. We won't have his playbook, we won't know where the stadium is, or how
many guys he will have on the field. That is very distressing to the military
establishment, especially when you are trying to justify the existence of y@unization
and your systems.33

The United States had postponed such a distressing situation for as long ak A coul
series of Soviet requests during the Cold War to establish a direct dialdgisenior
NATO officials were rejected as "inappropriate and potentially divisivengstanding
and repeated Soviet offers to dissolve the Warsaw Pact if NATO would do thevsaene

ignored. After one such offer was spurned, the Los Angeles Times commentie tha
offer "increases the difficulty faced by U.S. policy-makers in persuadingewigsublic

opinion to continue expensive and often unpopular military programs."34

In 1991, Colin Powell touched upon the irony of the profound world changes in
cautioning his fellow military professionals: "We must not...hope th#tet¢hanges]
will disappear and let us return to comforting thoughts about a resolute and evil
enemy."35

But the thoughts are indeed comforting to the military professionals andaithkan
counterparts. So one month the new resolute and evil enemy is North Korea, the next
month the big threat is Libya, then China, or Iraq, or Iran, or Sudan, or Afghanistan, or
Serbia, or that old reliable demon, Cuba—countries each led by a Hitlee-aidgnth, or

at least a madman or mad dog, a degree of demonizing fit more for a ticesmreety

than a democratic one.

And in place of the International Communist Conspiracy, Washington now tells us, on
one day or another, it's fighting a War Against Drugs, or military or industyaigspor

the proliferation of "weapons of mass destruction”, or organized crime, or oif dehal
human rights, or, most particularly, against terrorism. And they dearly hawerican
public to believe this. Here, for your terrorist-threat collection, angesof the headlines
appearing in the Washington Post and New York Times in one 7-week period in early
1999:

Jan. 22: "Clinton Describes Terrorism Threat for 21st Century"
Jan. 23: "President Steps Up War on New Terrorism"

Jan. 23: "Thwarting Tomorrow's Terrors"

Jan. 29: "Anti-Terrorism Powers Grow"

Feb. 1: "Pentagon Plans Domestic Terrorism Team"



Feb. 1: "The Man Who Protects America From Terrorism"

Feb. 2: "U.S. Targeting Terrorism With More Funds"

Feb. 16: "Anti-Terrorism Military Drills Take Parts of Texas hy|&ise"
Feb. 17: "Has the U.S. Blunted Bin Laden?"

Feb. 19: "Spending to Avert Embassy Attacks Assailed as Timid: Tsrfdreat
Looms"

Feb. 19: "Bangladesh: Bin Laden's Next Target?"

Feb. 23: "Preparing for Invisible Killers"

Mar. 7: "Muslim Militants Threaten American Lives"

Mar. 8: "Reagan Building Vulnerable to Attack"

Mar. 14: "2 Groups Appeal U.S. Designation as Terror Organizations”
Mar. 16: "Clinton Plans Training for Firefighters on Terrorism"

And on January 20, Secretary of Defense William S. Cohen—a man who Has amnit

ode to the F-15 fighter jet, literally36— announced that $6.6 billion was toelné gp a
national missile defense system, a revival of President Reagan§¥&@tasystem. In
explaining this expenditure, Mr. Cohen cited only one threat—from North Korea. North
Korea! A country that can't feed its own people is going to wage a missdk afan the
United States? What possible reason—other than an overpowering, irresisiagye

for mass national suicide—could North Korea have for launching such an?atacke
average American, reading Cohen's announcement, must have found it verit thfficu
believe that one of their "leaders" could just step forward and publiclygoroel crazy

tale. They assume there must be something to what the man is saying.

That's how the man gets away with it.

Does the man believe it himself? No more likely than that PresidenoClatieves it.

In 1993, while in South Korea, Clinton declared: "It is pointless for thidonth Korea]

to develop nuclear weapons. Because if they ever use them it would be the end of their
country." This burst of honesty and common sense, which visits politicians occigsional
was prompted in this instance by a journalist's question about how likely ihatasdrth

Korea would comply with the Non-Proliferation Treaty.37 Oddly enough, lessatyaar
later, a survey showed that six times as many young South Koreans fearedeke Uni
States as feared North Korea.38

Returning to 1999 and its new "threats"—in August a new National Security Counci
global strategy paper for the next century declared that "the nation is fscnggest
espionage threat in history."39

A remarkable statement. Whatever happened to the KGB? Any Americanasb80p

had it drilled into their heads from the cradle on that there was a pdrpetiet dagger
aimed at our collective heart in the hand of the spy next door. Thousands lgstihei

and careers because of their alleged association with this threat, humdreds

imprisoned or deported, two were executed. Surely Senator Joe McCarthy and J. Edga
Hoover are turning over in their graves.



Meanwhile the drumbeat warnings of a possible chemical or biologiaakatpon the
United States grow louder with each passing week. Police, fire and healthezggo
through regular exercises with all manner of sophisticated equipment. -Aatiyyérmy
and Marine Corps personnel are engaged in the same. The FBI has an extensive
hazardous materials unit ready to rush to the scene of an attack. And nowidhalNat
Guard has joined the frenzy, outfitted in full-body protective suits with air tanks. The

General Accounting Office (GAQO) has argued that the National Guarsianeit

redundant and their mission poorly defined. The Washington Post reported that,"In fac
some critics regard the [Guard] teams largely as an effort to fiesvamission for the
Guard and help it avoid deeper budget cuts in the post-Cold War era."40 As noted, the
same can be said about other elements of the National Security State.

In October 1999, ABC's "Nightline" program ran a five-part series in whaimulated a
biological weapons attack on a large American city, featuring a squad ofdsrrori
releasing anthrax spores into the subway system, complete with panic, deatimpandit
chaos. Ted Koppel made the explicit pronouncement that such an attack was bound to

take place in the US at some future time. As one would expect, the progeaen®ng
on sensationalism and short on science. This was spelled out later by ttor dirdoe

Johns Hopkins Center for Civilian Biodefense Studies.41 Ironically, thehtcsuch a
center exists is another sign of the ("threatening”) times.

Shortly after this the FBI announced that the Washington area had becomeither n
one target in the world" for possible terrorist attacks. How did they knovit? We
"downtown Washington receives three to six suspicious packages a day". Anything
actually terroristic in any of these packages? Apparently not.42

All this in response to actual chemical, biological or radiological weapon atihelet
last count—zero. But there have been many false anthrax reports, no daeligt larg
inspired by all the scare talk; talk which never gives the public a clue to hcamekyr
difficult and unpredictable it actually would be to create and deliver a sentusua
attack, particularly over a wide area; scare talk that also makescnedible and
acceptable the US 1998 bombing of a Sudanese pharmaceutical plant on the (false
grounds that it was making chemical and biological weapons.

Air travel is another area where the "threat" mentality looms langer ltfe, and common
sense. A flight from Atlanta to Turkey, August 4, 1999, that was about to flake®

halted by the FBI; all 241 passengers were forced to leave the plane, stvem efere
guestioned, one man was detained; all the luggage was unloaded and each piece
painstakingly matched to a passenger; bomb-sniffing dogs and explosive exgerts w
rushed in, and the flight was held up for more than four hours. The reason? The FBI had
received word that one of the passengers might be "a potential threadtalnsecurity”.

And the reason for that? The man had paid for his ticket in cash.43

Three weeks later, at Chicago's O'Hare Airport, a man was seen runnmgtigeway
into a passageway normally used by those exiting the terminal. He disappeared into the



crowded concourse. Neither he nor anything suspicious was found. For all anyone knew,
the man had simply forgotten something somewhere or had a very urgent need to get t
what he thought was the closest bathroom. Whatever, as a result of thagetihrg"

situation, 6,000 passengers were evacuated, at least 120 flightsaweeéed, and air

traffic was disrupted across the country for several hours.44

With all the scare talk, with all the "threats”, what exactly hasrtgdtace in the real

world? According to the State Department, in the period of 1993-1998 theenoib
actual terrorist attacks by region was as follows:

Western Europe 766, Latin America 569, Middle East 374, Asia 158sieur@1, Africa
84, North America 14 45

It is now well known how during the Cold War the actual level of Soviet myilaad

economic strength was magnified by the CIA and Defense Department, hcandata
events were falsified to exaggerate the Russian threat, how wogstemasrios were put
forth as if they were probable and imminent, even when they failed to meet the demands

of plausibility.46 One of the most enduring Soviet-threat stories—thgeallgistification
for the birth of NATO—was the coming Red invasion of Western Europe. If, by 1999,
anyone still swore by this fairy tale, they could have read a report in Thdi@uaf
London on newly declassified British government documents from 1968. Among the
documents was one based on an analysis by the Foreign Office joint intelligence
committee, which the newspaper summarized as follows:

"The Soviet Union had no intention of launching a military attack on the Wtst at
height of the Cold War, British military and intelligence chiefs privateliebed, in
stark contrast to what Western politicians and military leaders \agnegsin public
about the "Soviet threat".

"The Soviet Union will not deliberately start general war or even limitedm@&aurope,”
a briefing for the British chiefs of staff—marked Top Secret, UK Eyes Ontiyhaaded
The Threat: Soviet Aims and Intentions—declared in June 1968.

"Soviet foreign policy had been cautious and realistic”, the department argued, and
despite the Vietnam War, the Russians and their allies had "continoekéocontacts in
all fields with the West and to maintain a limited but increasing polidiegdbgue with
NATO powers".47

Subtlety is not the order of the day. In 1998, the Pentagon created a new faayeabe
Defense Threat Reduction Agency, a budget already in the billions, personnel numbered
in the thousands, and "made up primarily of agencies founded to reduce the threat posed
by the Soviet Union".48 It's called recycling.

The Soviet threat, the terrorist threat, the new enemies, the same oldldafeeerishly
fostered at home and abroad, the mentality that the Pentagon, the CIA, the EBI, et a
have had critical, life-saving, catastrophe-preventing missions thrust uponhéee,



there, and everywhere, and we rein these saviors in on pain of national and world
disaster.. .working the old protection racket again.

"l think we are already at war," CIA Director George Tenet told tmatean 1997. "We
have been on a war footing for a number of years now."49

The whole aim of practical politics is to keep the populace alarmed (and, henc

clamorous to be led to safety) by menacing it with an endless series of hobgobsihs, m
of them imaginary.

H.L. Mencken, 1920

Our government has kept us in a perpetual state of fear—kept us in a continuous
stampede of patriotic fervor—with the cry of grave national emergency. Aliays has
been some terrible evil...to gobble us up if we did not blindly rally behind it by
furnishing the exorbitant funds demanded. Yet, in retrospect, these disastersesee
to have happened, seem never to have been quite real.

General Douglas MacArthur, speaking of large Pentagon budgets, 1957 50

The political spectrum and conspiracies

It's ironic, but the far right in the United States is more open to believingaitst &bout
American foreign policy than are most liberals. This may be because thosefan th
right, being extremists themselves, do not instinctively shy away fronvingjithat the
government is capable of extreme behavior, at home or abroad. The rdtianadi leght
share a profound cynicism about their government's very intentions. But thate/eeb
the two poles do not naturally come by such views.

To many of the latter, the statements here about the United States notgweall may
sound like an example of that frequent object of ridicule, the "conspiracy theory'. The
hear me saying (snicker) that our leaders have gotten together, covertlyeisesduoded
safe”house, to maliciously plan their next assault on everything holy, whidrngrout
signals intended to confuse and to obscure their real intentions.

But if our leaders strive for unambiguous righteousness, is it not a conspiracythByn'

meet to plan how they're going to do nice things? Or perhaps they don't have to do this so
formally because since they all mean nice to begin with, it thus happens quite
automatically, naturally, built into the system—the government system, theratap

system, the military system, the intelligence system, the governmeurata-military-
intelligence nexus.

But why, then, wouldn't it be the same with meaning bad?



It's not that Americans can't believe in any conspiracy theory. Withesemarkably
long shelf life of the International Communist Conspiracy. It's still a higaleable
commodity.

"Conspiracy" researcher and author Jonathan Vankin has observed:

Journalists like to think of themselves as a skeptical lot. This is adlagleimage. The
thickest pack of American journalists are all too credulous when dealihgy@rernment
officials, technical experts, and other official sources. They save theitech
"skepticism" for ideas that feel unfamiliar to them. Conspiracy theargegeated with
the most rigorous skepticism.

Conspiracy theories should be approached skeptically. But there's no faikeggiSn
should apply equally to official and unofficial information. To explain American

conspiracy theories...I've had to rectify this imbalance. I've opened myselfdpiacy
theories, and applied total skepticism to official stories.51

Like the cover up in Waco. In August 1999 we finally received official confionahat
the FBI had fired incendiary devices into the Branch Davidian sect compo8é3n
where 76 people died in a fire the same day. This, after six yearegbaaal official
denials, while "conspiracy theorists" and "conspiracy nuts", who insisted othemeise
ridiculed, or—the more usual case—met by the media's most effectapowesilence.

Can the truth about the "October Surprise”, TWA800, Jonestown, and MémaasAs
under Governor Clinton be far behind? Yes, far behind. We'll likely never hedfi@al of
admission about those events until well into the new century.

The First Watergate Law of American Politics states: "Nden&iow paranoid or
conspiracy-minded you are, what the government is actually doing is worse than you
imagine."

The Second Watergate Law of American Politics states: "Don'vedieything until it's
been officially denied."

Both laws are still on the books.
Cold War continuum

Though the putative "communist threat" has disappeared, the taxpayéitststidtor-
trailers to the bursting with cash and send them off to what had once been krtben as
War Department, then humorously renamed the Defense Department.. Jérameat's
research into yet more futuristic weapons and better ways to kill people s@ mas
proceeds unabated, with nary a glance back at the body fragments litterimgntipdant
fields...Belief in an afterlife has been rekindled by the Clinton adminmtrathew

missile defense system, after universal certainty that StarWéasrslead and
buried...NATO has also risen from the should-be-dead, more almighty than exey...M



hundreds of US military installations, serving a vast panoply of specialiaddrnmg

needs, still dot the global map, including Guantanamo base in Cuba, and fot timadirs
bases in Albania, Macedonia, Kosovo, Hungary, Bosnia and Croatia...American armed
forces and special operations forces, such as the Green Berets, are beieddaphell
over 100 countries in every part of the world...Washington is supplying many of these
nations with sizeable amounts of highly lethal military equipment, amdrtgaiheir

armed forces and police in the brutal arts, regardless of how brutal they already
are...American nuclear bombs are still stored in seven European cquhire®lse
where... And American officials retain their unshakable belief thgthiage a god-given
right to do whatever they want, for as long as they want, to whomever they want,
wherever they want.

In other words, whatever the diplomats and policymakers at the time thougteie

doing, the Cold War skeptics have been vindicated—it was not about containing an evil,
expansionist communism after all; it was about American imperia¥istin,"communist”
merely the name given to those who stood in its way.

In sum total, all these post-Cold War non-changes engender a scenario out9&tbe
and 1960s. And the 1970s and 1980s. John Foster Dulles lives! Has Ronald Reagan bee

faking illness as he lurks behind the curtain of Oz? Why has all this continadtdent
21st century?

American foreign-policy makers are exquisitely attuned to the rise of argogat, or a
movement that might take power, that will not lie down and happily become ancameri
client state, that will not look upon the free market or the privatization of diniel w
known as "globalization" as the summum bonum, that will not change its laweto fa
foreign investment, that will not be unconcerned about the effects of foreigrness
upon the welfare of its own people, that will not produce primarily for exportywhat
not allow asbestos, banned pesticides and other products restricted in tbpetkvel
world to be dumped onto their people, that will not easily tolerate then&titenal
Monetary Fund or the World Trade Organization inflicting a scorched-eaity pgplon
the country's social services or standard of living, that will not allow an idameor
NATO military installation upon its soil...To the highly-sensitive nostrils of Wagton
foreign-policy veterans, Yugoslavia smelled a bit too much like one of these
governments.

Given the proper pretext, such bad examples have to be reduced to basket cases, or,
where feasible, simply overthrown, like Albania and Bulgaria in the earlys1 #80ng

that, life has to be made impossible for these renegades, as with Cubas sfiithael
Parenti has observed: "It has been noted that the cost of apprehending a bankagbbe
occasionally exceed the sum that is stolen. But if robbers were allowedheigeay,

this would encourage others to follow suit and would put the entire banking system in
jeopardy."52

And this was the foundation—the sine qua non—of American foreign policy for the
entire twentieth century, both before and after the existence of the Soviet Womorthé



Philippines, Panama and the Dominican Republic in the first decade ohtheycéo
Peru, El Salvador and Colombia in the last decade.

Can we in fact say that the Cold War has actually ended? If the Cold War isidedine
worldwide contention between the United States and the Soviet Union for theameharts
minds of the Third World (for whatever motives), then certainly avisr. But if the Cold
War is seen not as an East-West struggle, but rather a "North-South" stasggte,

American effort—as mentioned above—to prevent the rise of any societyitjtet
serve as a successful example of an alternative to the capitatist, and to prevent the

rise of any regional power that might challenge American supremacy, thgratheular
map with the pins stuck in it still hangs on the wall in the Pentagon's War Reaieh &
Defense Department planning paper in 1992: "Our first objective is to prevest the

emergence of a new rival...we must maintain the mechanisms éoridgtpotential
competitors from even aspiring to a larger regional or global role.t8BHasis added])

The current manifestation of this continuum, by whatever name, can be visewet a
another chapter in the never-ending saga of the war of the rich upon the poor. And wit
the Soviet presence and influence gone, American interventions are more-freabl

than ever. (Consider that US friendliness toward Iraq and Yugoslavid &astetly as

long as the Soviet Union and its bloc existed.)

There's a word for such a continuum of policy. Empire. The Americanr&rm
appellation that does not roll easily off an American tongue. No Americaanigas

difficulty believing in the existence and driving passion for expansion, power, glory and
wealth of the Roman Empire, the Ottoman Empire, the Austro-Humgangire or the
British Empire. It's right there in their schoolbooks. But to the American nond, t
American schoolbooks and to the American media, the history of empiresrhado a
grinding halt.

The American Empire? An oxymoron.

A compelling lust for political, economic and military hegemony over teeafkthe
world, divorced from moral considerations? Suggesting that to Amersakai to
telling them of one's UFO abduction, except that they're more likely to behev

abduction story.

Earth is not enough

Previous empires could not even imagine it. The American Empire is makinigdietai
plans for it. Control of outer space. Not only control, but planning for wars thdrasLe
mark the words of the gentlemen of the Pentagon:

US Space Command—dominating the space dimension of military operationseict pr
US interests and investment. Integrating Space Forces into warfightinglitesaacross
the full spectrum of conflict...During the early portion of the 21st censijggce power
will also evolve into a separate and equal medium of warfare... Thgiegeynergy of



space superiority with land, sea and air superiority will lead to Full Spectrum
Dominance...Development of ballistic missile defenses using syatems and planning
for precision strikes from space offers a counter to the worldwiddeyadlon of WMD
[weapons of mass destruction]... Space is a region with increas-ing coadnevil,
international and military interests and invest-ments. The threat ® haksystems is
also increasing...Control of Space is the ability to assure access to spakan foée
operations within the space medium and an ability to deny others the use offspace, i
required...Control of Space is a complex mission that casts USCINCSRACE |
Commander-in-Chief of space] in a classic warfighter role and mesdatestablished
AOR J[area of responsibility].54...With regard to space dominance, weitiave like it,
and we're going to keep it.55...We will engage terrestrial targets somedg@g—shi
airplanes, land targets—from space...We're going to fight in space. We'ra@bgiy
from space and we're going to fight into space.56 (emphasis in original)

In 1963, the UN General Assembly adopted by unanimous acclamation a resolutio
calling upon all states "To refrain from placing in orbit around the earth anyt®bjec
carrying nuclear weapons or any other kinds of weapons of mass destruction, installing

such weapons on celestial bodies or stationing such weapons in outer space inrany othe
manner."57

This expressed hope is still very much alive today. On January 26, 199 Naitions
Secretary-General Kofi Annan told the Conference on Disarmamenniev&e'One
concept which is now widely shared is that of maintaining outer space as a weapons
environment."

The Madman philosophy

In March 1998, an internal 1995 study, "Essentials of Post-Cold War &mtelt by the
US Strategic Command, the headquarters responsible for the USistnatdgar arsenal,
was brought to light. The study stated:

Because of the value that comes from the ambiguity of what the US mayilo to
adversary if the acts we seek to deter are carried out, it hurts to portrayesiesetoo
fully rational and cool-headed. The fact that some elements may appeauaieibially
‘out of control' can be beneficial to creating and reinforcing fears and dotihits the
minds of an adversary's decision makers. This essential sense of fieavking force
of deterrence. That the US may become irrational and vindictive itaisimMerests are
attacked should be a part of the national persona we project to all adveés8aries

The author of these words would have the world believe that the United Swatadyha
been pretending to be "out of control” or “irrational and vindictive". However, it can be
argued—based on the objective facts of what Washington has inflicted upoaoriticas
described in this book—that for more than half a century American foreigry pals, in
actuality, been clinically mad.



On the other hand, the desire for world hegemony, per se, is not necessanlyalyati
whatever else one may think of it. Michael Parenti has pointed out that Ugfprdicy

"may seem stupid because the rationales offered in its support often sound neyaagvi
leaving us with the impression that policymakers are confused or out of touchsBut |
because the public does not understand what they are doing does not mean that national
security leaders are themselves befuddled. That they are fabricatormotioe=an they

are fools."59

A Truth Commission

In recent years, the people of South Africa, Guatemala and El Salvaddréid\afficial
Truth Commissions to look squarely in the eyes of the crimes committed by their
governments. There will never be any such official body to investigate and dochment t
wide body of Washington's crimes, although several unofficial citizens' csiams

have done so over the years for specific interventions, such as in VietnamaRarh

Iraq; their findings were of course ignored by the establishment media (vdeadegy is

a belief that it doesn't have any ideology).

In the absence of an official Truth Commission in the United States, this$otikred
up as testimony.

Washington, DC, January 2000



PART |

Ours and Theirs: Washington's Love/Hate Relationsip with
Terrorists and Human-Rights Violators

CHAPTER 1 : Why Do Terrorists Keep Picking on theUnited States?

Washington's war on terrorism is as doomed to failure as its war onlthsdpeen.

"l think the American people need to know that we live in a world where by virtue of
America's leadership to some degree, by virtue of a degree of famaizisome people,
we will be targeted," declared National Security Adviser Sandy Bergettladter
bombings of two US African embassies on August 7, 1998.1

When asked "What is it that these terrorists want from the Unitéels3taRichard

Haass, head of the foreign policy department at the Brookings Institution, replieft; "W
the answer is it's not anything we're simply doing. It is who we are. It's thibdaete're
the most powerful country in the world. It's the fact that we're a sexalautry...It is
simply who we are and it is our existence that really bothers them."2

Thomas Friedman of the New York Times would say amen. Terrorists,obe, Vilmave
no specific ideological program or demands. Rather, they are driven by a gederaliz
hatred of the U.S., Israel and other supposed enemies of Islam."3

Finally, we have President Clinton: "Americans are targets of tarrpmispart, because
we act to advance peace and democracy and because we stand united agaimst"#rroris

These are some of the platitudes our leaders and pundits feed us afterreaish attack
against an American installation. It is...the image of America the et its hill, so
envied by all that it is subject to attacks by terrorists who cannot bearcsosimeer
goodness to triumph in a world that belongs to their master, the son of mornind,himsel
Satan. Gore Vidal 5

What our leaders and pundits never let slip is that the ter-rorists—whats@ehey
might be—might also be rational human beings; which is to say that in their maa m
they have a rational justification for their actions. Most terroristpaople deeply
concerned by what they see as social, political or religious injustitkygoocrisy, and
the immediate grounds for their terrorism is often retaliation for an actithre d&fnited
States...



The shooting down of two Libyan planes in 1981; the bombard-ment of Beirut in 1983
and 1984; the bombing of Libya in 1986; the bombing and sinking of an Iranian ship in
1987; the shooting down of an Iranian passenger plane in 1988; the shooting down of two
more Libyan planes in 1989; the massive bombing of the Iraqi people in 1991; the
continuing sanctions and bombings against Iraq; the bombing of Sudan and Afghanistan
in 1998; the habitual support of Israel despite its belligerence and routume t@and
condemnation of Arab resistance to it; the double standard applied totlsmaeism,

such as the wilful massacre of 106 Lebanese at the UN base at Qana ith&996;

continued persecution of Libya, now nearing the end of its second decade; the abduction
of wanted men from Muslim countries, such as Malaysia, Pakistan, Lebashon an

Albania; the large military and hi'tech presence in Islam's hodiedt ISaudi Arabia, and
elsewhere in the Persian Gulf region...these are some of the Ameticas #tat can

turn an Arab or a Muslim into a fanatic, into a terrorist, into a decrier wiei#ca, the

Great Satan".

But those who feed us the platitudes know this. They're merely performing #e tim
honored public dumbshow. Mir Aimal Kansi, the Pakistani who shot five people outside
CIA headquarters in 1993, told the FBI that he had done so to protest US polces
Muslims in the Middle East, including the bombing of Iraq.6 Two days afteri’Kans
conviction in 1997, four Americans were gunned down in Karachi, Pakistan while
driving in a car. "l think the linkage is quite evident," said a former CIA counter-
terrorism expert about the Karachi slayings.7

The bombing of PanAm 103 in 1988 was clearly initiated by Iran as an acaladtren

for the shooting down of its own passenger plane by the United States a few months
earlier, and American officials well know this. The bombing of the tweebhBassies in
Africa in 1998 took place on the eighth anniversary, to the very day, of thal afrthe

first US troops in Saudi Arabia, following the Iragi invasion of Kuwait. And dutine

US bombing of Iraq in 1991, there were dozens of terrorist attacks agaiestcAm
institutions all over the Middle East and elsewhere. Did US officials anth¢idea not

pick up any hint of cause-and-effect? They did, but subsequently, when it's beedelatit
time, they suddenly become pre-Alzheimer. As the media critic Norman &olom
observed:

When terrorists attack, they're terrorizing. When we attack, weakateng. When they
respond to our retaliation with further attacks, they're terrorizing agéen we respond
with further attacks, we're retaliating again.

Good and bad terrorists

On March 13, 1996, the United States assembled 27 world leaders in Egyparai-an
terror" conference after a wave of suicide bombers had killed dozenspié jpedsrael.
President Clinton asserted: "We must be clear in our condemnation of those evhtores
terror. Violence has no place in the future we all seek in the Middle Eastth@ Aery
same time, in Iraq, the US was supporting with millions of dollars the Naiipnal



Accord, which was using car bombs and other bombings in Baghdad and other cities,
trying to destabilize Saddam Hussein. It was estimated that the bombings hati¢aken t
lives of more than 100 civilians in Baghdad alone during the preceding few years. Tw
weeks after the Egyptian conference, the attending countries met in Washington for
follow-up on counter-terrorism. Among the topics discussed were the flow of toinds
terrorist groups.9

The following month, President Clinton, with much fanfare, signed the Anti-t&rror

Act, which bars financial transactions between American corporamhsountries

accused of supporting terrorism. Four months later, the administration quiethpted

Sudan, to allow a US oil company to negotiate an oil deal. At the same timewagria
granted an exemption, to encourage participa-tion by Damascus in the Middle East peac
process.10

In February 2000, there arose a new proposal for a major internationalkecaef¢n

combat terrorism. On this occasion the United States was quick to throw cefdowat

the very idea, saying it would have no "practical benefits". The proposed confesice w
backed by the 119-member Non-Aligned Movement of Third World Nations. One of th
issues the conference hoped to address was how to distinguish betweeriat"tend a
“freedom fighter."” citing the examples of the Hizbollah and Hamas grayimfy Israel.
The question of "state terrorism" also loomed as a possible confessnee-for

example, should military attacks by armed forces of any state be deemefitaoisrism
when civilians are killed? The 1999 NATO bombing of Yugoslavia had been disicuss
as a case in point.11

FBI definition of terrorism

The FBI defines international terrorism as "the unlawful use of forceotanade
committed by a group or individual, who has some connection to a foreign power or
whose activities transcend national boundaries, against persons or proj@ityitiate
or coerce a government, the civilian population or any segment thereof, indnt@ef
political or social objectives."12

The FBI definition, although meant to describe acts directed against the States,
would seem to cover rather well countless acts of the US government\tagsif of
these acts will be found in the pages of this book, under the headings of bombings,
interventions, torture, chemical and biological warfare, etc.

CHAPTER 2 : America's Gift to the World—the Afghan Terrorist
Alumni

Osama bin Laden—alleged to have been the mastermind behind the bombing of two US
embassies in Africa in 1998—was not always on Washington's hate list. Heaagd m



other Islamic fundamentalists were supremely useful during the 1980ashivgton’'s
war which quashed the last chance the Afghan people had for desperatelysuesied
and economic reform and a secular society. Because of their uninhibited¢ sadsity
directed against government and Soviet soldiers in Afghanistan, the fundamentalsts
moujahedeen (Muslim holy warriors)—were good terrorists. They were oari$esr

After the success of their jihad, these forces roamed afar, carryiggigiytactions in
numerous corners of the world, metamorphosing into really bad terrorists.

Forcing the Soviet Union to withdraw its military forces from Afghamstruly went to

the heads of the moujahedeen. They thought they were invincible and had a god-given
mission. Allah Akbar! They seemed to place little weight upon the facttthatlibeen

the United States, bringing its military, political and financial weigHidar, that had

been the sine qua non of the victory.

In 1992, after 12 years of battle, the various factions of the mou@heoeld claim
Afghanistan as all their own, albeit now fighting each other. The war leadarllying
point for Muslim zealots from throughout the world—an Islamic Abraharmdlm

Brigade—and laid the groundwork for their future collaboration and support. Tens of
thousands of veterans of the war—young men from every Muslim nation, battkxbdr

and armed—dispersed to many lands to carry out other jihads against the infidels and to
inflame and train a new generation of militant Islamists and tstspready to drink the
cup of martyrdom: a virtual Islamic Foreign Legion.

In the midst of a wave of assault weapons and violence (dubbed a "Kalashnikos"gult
Pakistan Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto complained in 1996 that her country got stuck
with this air of frenzy as a direct result of cooperation with the UnitateStn forcing
Soviet troops from Afghanistan. "We are left on our own to cope with the rdsnolthe
Afghan war, which include arms smuggling...drugs and...[religious] zealots who were
leaders at the time of the Afghan war."1

"Your government participated in creating a monster," complained anidiger
sociologist to a Los Angeles Times correspondent in Algiers. "Now it hasdtagminst

you and the world—16,000 Arabs were trained in Afghanistan, made into a \eeritabl
killing machine."2 His figure may be rather low inasmuch as there argtiarated

15,000 veterans of the Afghanistan war—or "Afghans" as they've come to be khown al
over, whether from Afghanistan or not—in Saudi Arabia alone.3

Professor of Middle East Studies Egbal Ahmad has observed:

The propaganda in the West suggests that violence and holy war are inherent.in Islam
The reality is that as a world-wide movement, Jihad International slacacent
phenomenon...Without significant exception during the 20th century, jihad was used in a
national, secular and political context until, that is, the advent of the avigtSvar in
Afghanistan.4

Following are some of the highlights of the remarkable bloodied ting of the "Afghans":



In the United States

Mir Aimal Kansi—the Pakistani who slew two CIA employees, and wounded twey ot
employees of the Agency and one employee of a CIA contractor outside CIA
headquarters in Virginia in 1993—came of age in the Pakistani province thatsborder
Afghanistan, which was used as a key staging area for the moujahedeerhéfiaridt

other relatives had ties to the CIA-Pakistani intelligence operations efdh Kansi,
those who knew him said, was "one of the children of the C.I.A.'s jihad."5

Most of those involved in the 1993 bombing of the World Trade Center in New York—
which killed six people, wounded more than 1,000 and caused half a billion doll&ns wor
of damage—were veterans of the Afghan war.6

In October 1995, 10 men were convicted for a plot to bomb New York targets]img!

the UN building, an FBI office and the Lincoln and Holland tunnels. The spiritualrleade
of the group, and one of the defendants, was Sheik Omar Abdul Rahman, who had
worked with the moujahedeen in the war in Afghanistan. He had obtained a US visa in
1990 from a CIA undercover agent 7, leading to speculation that at that t{stédIhbad

CIA links. At least one of the other defendants—who came mainly from Egypt and
Sudan—had fought in Afghanistan.

Three men were convicted in New York in 1996 of plotting to bomb 12 US jungo jet
and 4,000 passengers out of the sky over the Pacific Ocean. Ramzi Ahmef] theuse
alleged mastermind of the World Trade Center bombing, who had been a fugatsve, w
one of the three defendants. He had been trained in explosives by the moujahedeen.
Investigators found in his computer a manifesto pledging terror to punish Angefara
their government's support of Israel.8

Elsewhere

Ramzi Ahmed Yousef was convicted in absentia in the Philippines in 1994 of baanbing
Philippine Airlines jet, killing one passenger. He reportedly was involvéicining
activities with the extremist Muslim Abu Sayyaf Organization of thdéigpines.9

March 1995, Karachi, Pakistan: two US diplomats were killed and a thirdvauasded

in an assault upon the car they were driving in. The FBI, which arrived in Pakistan to
investigate the crime, announced that it was treating the attack as agesildtion for
the arrest of Ramzi Ahmed Yousef the previous month in Pakistan by US asthRiaki
agents and his extradition to the United States.10

In November 1995, five Americans and two Indians died when a pickup truckdstuff

with explosives detonated outside a US Army building in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. Three of
the four Saudis who confessed to the attack admitted to having receiveadisersd
explosives training in Afghanistan and to having fought in combat there.11



The following June, 19 US airmen died in the bombing of their housing complex in
Dhahran, Saudi Arabia. The same groups claimed credit for both attacks.

In summer 1995, France underwent a series of eight bomb attacks beginningplagth a
in a train station which killed eight and wounded 160. "Almost all of the leaders of the
people we have arrested for terrorism have passed by AfghanistakistaR," said a
French law enforcement official.12

The Chechnyan guerrillas, who have bedeviled the Russians for years with the
insurrection to create a Muslim society, have had their ranks swelleddolfeMiast and
African "Afghans”, as well as their own people who received militaryuogon in
Afghanistan.13

Russian officials estimate that 4,000 to 5,000 Muslim militants frajiki§tan alone

passed through camps in northern Afghanistan, then returned to the former Sovadt Cent
Asian republic in 1993 to do battle against the secular government.14 Another for
Soviet republic, Azerbaijan, has experienced a similar fate.15

In western provinces of China, Afghan veterans have armed and trained Ghustises
and fought alongside them against the Chinese authorities.16

Since 1992, Egypt has been swept by a wave of anti*government terrorismshn wh
graduates of the military training camps in Afghanistan and Pakistan havd playaor
role. They are believed to have also been behind the attempted assassirkgsident
Hosni Mubarak while he was visiting Ethiopia.17

In August 1994, three "Afghans" robbed a tourist hotel in Morocco, killing tsunsin
effort to destabilize Morocco's vital tourism industry.18

Throughout much of the 1990s, Kashmiris and other nationals trained in Adtarani
have been fighting against India in the mountains of Kashmir, waging "holy war" for
secession from New Delhi.19

Since Algeria's cancellation of the 1992 election, Algerian veterfiie Afghanistan
conflict have played a key role in the rise of the Armed Islamic Gregppnsible for
many thousands of gory murders in their crusade for an Islamic state.20

In Bosnia, beginning in 1992, Afghans fought ferociously alongside the predominantly
Muslim Bosnian army for two years, attacking Serbian positions to liberaténMus
villages.21 One of those who confessed to the November 1995 bombing in Saudi Arabia,
referred to above, said that he had fought with the Bosnian Muslims.22

In a 1999 interview, Libyan leader Moammar Qaddafi told a London-basedcArabi
newspaper that his government had crushed an Islamic militant movemaAfglwdris".
"They returned desperate and destructive," he said, "and adopted killing and explssives



their profession, according to the training they received from the American
intelligence."23

And there has been more of the same in other places, from the men Ronald Reagan
fancied as "freedom fighters".

"This is an insane instance of the chickens coming home to roost,"” said a 8adil
Pakistan in 1996. "You can't plug billions of dollars into an anti-Communist jilcadpt
participation from all over the world and ignore the consequences. Butw@uti objec-
tives weren't peace and grooviness in Afghanistan. Our objective wag Kiliimmies
and getting the Russians out."24

CHAPTER 3 : Assassinations
| don't want to wipe out everyone...Just my enemies.

Michael Corleone, The Godfather, Part I

On June 26, 1993, President Clinton went before the American people and adnounce
that the United States had fired several missiles against Iraq yhat tleined out that

the missiles killed eight people and injured many more. The attackhsgidesident,

was in retaliation for an Iraqgi plot to assassinate former presid=rgé Bush who was
due to visit Kuwait. (This alleged plot remains no more than that...allegethigrCl
announced that the US attack "was essential to send a message to thasgaghore
state-sponsored terrorism and to affirm the expectation of civiiebdvior among
nations"2

Following is a list of prominent foreign individuals whose assas-sinatiguigoning for
same) the United States has been involved in since the end of the Second Wforld W
(CIA humorists have at times referred to this type of operation asdsunvoluntarily
administered”, to be carried out by the Agency's Health Alteration Coeen)itt

1949 Kim Koo, Korean opposition leader

1950s CIA/Neo-Nazi hit list of more than 200 political figures in Wa&stmany to be

"put out of the way" in the event of a Soviet invasion 1950s Zhou Enlai, Prime Ministe
of China, several attempts on his life

1950s, 1962 Sukarno, President of Indonesia

1951 Kim Il Sung, Premier of North Korea

1953 Mohammed Mossadegh, Prime Minister of Iran

1950s (mid) Claro M. Recto, Philippines opposition leader

1955 Jawaharlal Nehru, Prime Minister of India



1957 Gamal Abdul Nasser, President of Egypt

1959, 1960s Norodom Sihanouk, leader of Cambodia

1960 Brig. Gen. Abdul Karim Kassem, leader of Iraq

1950s-70s Jose Figueres, President of Costa Rica, two attempts on his life
1961 Francois "Papa Doc" Duvalier, leader of Haiti

1961 Patrice Lumumba, Prime Minister of the Congo

1961 Gen. Rafael Trujillo, leader of Dominican Republic

1963 Ngo Dinh Diem, President of South Vietnam

1960s Fidel Castro, President of Cuba, many attempts and plots on his life
1960s Raul Castro, high official in government of Cuba

1965 Francisco Caamano, Dominican Republic opposition leader

1965-6 Charles de Gaulle, President of France

1967 Che Guevara, Cuban leader

1970 Salvador Allende, President of Chile

1970 Gen. Rene Schneider, C-in-C of Army, Chile

1970s, 1981 General Omar Torrijos, leader of Panama

1972 General Manuel Noriega, Chief of Panama Intelligence

1975 Mobutu Sese Seko, President of Zaire

1976 Michael Manley, Prime Minister of Jamaica

1980-1986 Moammar Qaddafi, leader of Libya, several plots and atteapmisis life
1982 Ayatollah Khomeini, leader of Iran

1983 Gen. Ahmed Dlimi, Moroccan Army commander

1983 Miguel d'Escoto, Foreign Minister of Nicaragua

1984 The nine comandantes of the Sandinista National Directorate

1985 Sheikh Mohammed Hussein Fadlallah, Lebanese Shiite leader (sedow}e be
1991 Saddam Hussein, leader of Iraq

1998 Osama bin Laden, leading Islamic militant

1999 Slobodan Milosevic, President of Yugoslavia

In case they run short of assassins

In 1975, a US Navy psychologist, Lt. Com. Thomas Narut, revealed that hisnmaka
included establishing how to induce servicemen who may not be naturally inclined to kill
to do so under certain conditions. He referred to these men using the words " laitrie
"assassin". Narut added that convicted murderers as well had beseddlean military
prisons to become assassins. The training of the carefully-selectetsresonged from
dehumanization of the enemy, to acclimating them emotionally through spkogal fi
showing people being killed and injured in violent ways.3 The disclosure by Narut was
pure happenstance. We can only speculate about what programs are taking g@og o
planned today in that five-sided building in Virginia.

Blasphemy American style

The Western world was shocked when Iran condemned author Salmon Rushdie to death
because of his book they called "blasphemous"”. But the United States has also



condemned blasphemers to death—Castro, Allende, Sukarno and a host of others
mentioned above who didn't believe in the holy objectives of American foreigiy.polic

Aberrations?

The senate committee known as the Church Committee, in its AssassRafiort in
1975, said: "The committee does not believe that the acts [of ass@sgiwhich it has

examined represent the real American character. They do not reéedetls which
have given the people of this country and the world hope for a better, fuller, ifairer |

We regard the assassination plots as aberrations."4

At the time the committee wrote this? it knew of about a dozen CIA asatssiplots

and still could call them all aberrations. Would congressmen today, knowing obthe m
than 40 incidents listed above, call them all aberrations?

Could they explain how these "aberrations" have continued through each of the ten
presidencies, from Truman through Clinton?

For some years following the Church Committee's report, Americaidents made it a
point to issue public statements on assassination, perhaps trying to convincddhe wor
that "we really don't mean it".

1976: Ford signed a presidential order which stated: "No employee of the Btated
shall engage in, or conspire to engage in, political assassination."

1978: Carter also issued an executive order prohibiting assassina” tions.

1981, December 4: Reagan issued an executive order with language almostlittentic
that of Ford's.

But on November 13, 1984, Reagan, obsessed with fighting the "International
Communist Conspiracy" on several fronts, canceled his executive oelingrwhat
was actually called by the press a "license to kill"—a license to kill anyesraed a
“terrorist".

On April 10, 1985, Reagan canceled the "license to kill" because theysewonth, the
CIA had paid some people in Beirut to kill a certain sheikh Fadlallah, who w&s no
Washington's liking; a car bomb had been used and 80 people were killskeitkie not
being among their number.

August 11, 1985: The "license to kill" was reinstated because of tlo&ihgeof a TWA
plane in June.

May 12, 1986: A new executive order was signed without the controversial ¢ggua
apparently in deference to congressional objections.5



Clearly, Reagan was not acting out of any principle for or against assiasstia was
all public relations, and the actual American policy in the field over the yeatsk, in a
likelihood, has never varied to speak of, whatever the "official" PR mesddlge day
coming out of the White House was.

October 13, 1989: Bush added a new PR twist. He issued a "memorankduvh thiat
would allow "accidental” killing if it was a byproduct of legal action: "A deamn by the
President to employ overt military force ...would not constitute assassinilti.S.
forces were employed against the combatant forces of another natiomnléagoece, or
a terrorist or other organization whose actions pose a threat to theysettiré United
States."6 In other words, assassination was okay as long as we said "oops!"

Clinton, it appears, has not issued any official statement concerning US government
policy on assassination.

The Doolittle Report

A 1954 White House commission to study the CIA's covert activities intlundis
report the following now-famous passage, which is relevant to this discussion of

assassination. It may be what psycholo-gists call "projection”.

It is now clear that we are facing an implacable enemy whose avowethabjsavorld
domination by whatever means and at whatever cost. There are no rulgs angsume.
Hitherto acceptable norms of human conduct do not apply. If the United States is t
survive, long-standing American concepts of "fair play" must be recorsidd/e must
develop effective espionage and counterespionage services and must lebvertt s
sabotage and destroy our enemies by more clever, more sophisticatedyardf@ctve
methods than those used against us. It may become necessary that thenAreepta
be made acquainted with, understand and support this fundamentally repugnant
philosophy.7

Does it work both ways?

If the United States can bomb Iraqi intelligence headquarters—whictheiasarget in

the bombing referred to above—because of an alleged assassination ploteagainst
American leader, and cite self-defense under the UN charter asn¢tashdid (a claim

at least as questionable as the alleged plot), think of the opportunities opeoadtties

like Panama, Libya and Cuba to name but a few. Cuba could claim the right to bomb CIA
headquarters, many times, not to mention Miami. It's safe to say, though, thattheithe
White House nor American courts would accept this legal argument; nor wowldethe

able to see behind the Irony Curtain.



CHAPTER 4 : Excerpts from US Army and CIA Training Manuals

On...some charming thoughts from the minds of the Good Guys

CIA, "A Study of Assassination", written early 1950s1

"For secret assassinations...the contrived accident is the masiveftechnique. When
successfully executed, it causes little excitement and is only casuakyigated. The

most efficient accident...is a fall of 75 feet or more onto a hardcgurtdevator shafts,

stair wells, unscreened windows and bridges will serve...The act magd#ek by

sudden, vigorous grabbing of the ankles, tipping the subject over the edge. If th@assassi
immediately sets up an outcry, playing the 'horrified witness', no alibi @pdiilous
withdrawal is necessary."

"Drugs can be very effective. If the assassin is trained as a doctaseramal the subject
is under medical care, this is an easy and sure method. An overdose of morphine
administered as a sedative will cause death without disturbance anéidtddfdetect.
The size of the dose will depend upon whether the subject has been using narcotics
regularly. If not, two grains will suffice. If the subject drinks heavily, morploina

similar narcotic can be injected at the passing out stage, and the causih efil®ften

be held to be acute alcoholism.”

"Edge weapons: Any legally obtained edge device may be success-fully eth@loye
certain minimum of anatomical knowledge is needed for reliability. tBumevounds of

the body cavity may not be reliable unless the heart is reached. The headategrby

the rib cage and is not always easy to locate...Absolute reliability is obtairseddnyng

the spinal cord in the cervical region. This can be done with the point of a knife or a light
blow of an axe or hatchet. Another reliable method is the severing of both jagdlar
carotid vessels on both sides of the windpipe."”

"Conference room technique: [Assassin] #1 Enters room quickly but g#2tiytands in
doorway. #2 Opens fire on first subject to react. Swings across group towadafent
mass. Times burst to empty magazine at end of swing. #1 Covers group to prevent
individual dangerous reactions; if necessary, fires individual bursts of 3 tGtihds
Finishes burst. Commands 'Shift". Drops back through door. Replaces empgynmaga
Covers corridor. #1 On command 'Shift', opens fire on opposite sidegef.t8wings one
burst across group. Leaves propaganda [to implicate the opposition].”

US Army, "Terrorism and the Urban Guerilla", 1960s 2
"Measures of Controlling the Population and Resources:

1. ID Cards. An effective system of identification is fundamentaldégtogram...



2. Registration. A program of registering families is used to supplementsieensof ID
cards. This is the system of inventorying all families by house, makingcd &Ht

members of the family who live in the house along with the family's resourcesann
also note the presence of insurgent tendencies and affiliations among theigpopulat

3. Control by block. The purpose of block'by'block control is to detect the individuals
who are supporting or sympathizing with the insurgents and the type of support they are
providing.

4. Police patrols. Their purpose is to detect sources of insurgent suppuratisizers,
and routes used by the insurgent forces for intelligence, logistics, and routuieeacti

Curfew. The purpose is to permit the authorities to identify violators and taéersac
based on the premise that anyone who violates the curfew is an insurgent ohmgapat

with the insurgents until he can prove the contrary.

Checkpoints. It is of little use to establish a program of passes andd®wdess there

is a system of verifying these official papers. Therefore, establishicggpmbiats in all
travel routes is necessary once the use of passes has started.”

US Army, "Handling of Sources", 1960s 3

"The CI [counterintelligence] agent should cause the arrest of the eraslfyaid
government informant's] parents, imprison the employee or give him a beating @is pa
the placement plan of said employee in the guerrilla organization.” [Itdestwhether
these things were to be done to force the person to be an informer or to give him
credibility as such.]

"The employee's value could be increased by means of arrests, executioncatipac
taking care not to expose the employee as the information source."”

"To assure the promotion of an employee...eliminate a potential rival atmong t
guerrillas.”

"[Employees are required because] the government is not able to depend only on the
information provided voluntarily by faithful citizens or information obtained
involuntarily from insurgents who have been captured.”

The official Defense Department view of these manuals was that treiobhgble
material in them had simply fallen through the cracks. The DOD stated € Was no
evidence that there was a deliberate attempt to violate Army or Defepsetbent
policies in the preparation or use of these manuals.”" However, the office obRephJ
Kennedy (D.-MA), which had followed the issue closely, said that at the Schib@ of
Americas, where the manuals had been used, at least two officerssegidg@estions
about the objectionable material with their superiors in the early 1980s,tbbeba
rebuffed.4



CIA, "KUBARK Counterintelligence Interrogation-July 1963"5

"The effectiveness of most of the non-coercive techniques depends amtwetiting
effect. The interrogation situation is in itself disturbing to most people encmgniiefor
the first time. The aim is to enhance this effect...[and to create] aatiauwmn sub-
traumatic experience which explodes, as it were, the world that isgatoithe subject
as well as his image of himself in that world."

"Usually his own clothes are taken away because familiar clothing reinfdesggty and
thus the capacity for resistance.”

"The following are the principal coercive techniques of inter-rogationstadetention,
deprivation of sensory stimuli through solitary confinement or similahoust, threats

and fear, debility, pain, heightened suggestibility and hypnosis, narcosis, and induced
regression."

CIA, "Human Resource Exploitation Training Manual-1983"6

"Control—The capacity to cause or change certain types of human behavior Yapgmpl
or using physical or psychological means to induce compliance. Compliance may be
voluntary or involuntary."

"Subject is brought into the facility blindfolded and handcuffed and should remain so
during the entire processing...Subject is completely stripped and told to take a shower.
Blindfold remains in place while showering and guard watches throughout. Subject is
given a thorough medical examination, including all body cavities."

"Allowing a subject to receive carefully selected letters from hoamehelp create an
effect desired by the 'questioner’; for example, the subject may getahbaddis
relatives are under duress or suffering. A suggestion at the proper time that his
cooperation or confession can help protect the innocent may be effective.”

"Bedding should be minimal—cot and blanket—no mattress. (The idea is to prevent the
subject from relaxing and recovering from shock.) There should be no builkein toi
facilities. The subject should have to ask to relieve himself. Then he should either be
given a bucket or escorted by a guard to the latrine. The guard stays at his sideethe ent
time he is in the latrine."

"Deprivation of sensory stimuli induces stress and anxiety. The mongetenthe
deprivation, the more rapidly and deeply the subject is affected.”

CIA, "Freedom Fighters' Manual”, 1984 7



A 16-page "comic book" for Nicaraguans; its more than 40 illttgires showed the
reader how s/he could "liberate Nicaragua from oppression and misétkie dflarxist
tyranny" by "a series of useful sabotage techniques". Amongst these were:

Stop up toilets with sponges...pull down power cables...put dirt into gas tanks...put nails
on roads and highways...cut and perforate the upholstery of vehicles.. .cut down trees
over highways...telephone to make false hotel reservations and false @fldines and
crimes...hoard and steal food from the government...leave lights and water tagbsabn..

mail from mailboxes...go to work late...call in sick...short-circigt#ilcity...break light
bulbs...rip up books... spread rumors...threaten supervisors and officials over the phone...

CIA, "Psychological Operations in Guerrilla Warfare", 1984 8

A manual designed for the US-backed Contra forces (the guerngasng in Nicaragua
against the leftist Sandinista government. It advised:

"Kidnap all officials or agents of the Sandinista government and place theobiic

places'.

"Shame, ridicule and humiliate the 'personal symbols' of the governmeptegsmn in
the presence of the people and foster popular participation through gsievitlian the
multitude, shout-ing slogans and jeers."

"If a guerrilla fires at an individual, make the town see that he was an eri¢hgy
people" and "that if that citizen had managed to escape, he would hasd glerenemy
that is near the town or city, and they could carry out acts of reprisal suctess rap
pillage, destruction, captures, etc...Make the population see that it wapithesive
system of the regime that...really killed the informer, and that the weapdmwias one
recovered in combat against the Sandinista regime."

"It is possible to neutralize carefully selected and planned targets,suaohrajudges,
mesta judges [justices of the peace], police and State SecuritglefflcDS [Sandinista
Defense Committees] chiefs, etc." (As writer Holly Sklar has ndfedit list that starts
with court judges and ends with etcetera is a mighty broad license for murder.")

"The notification of the police, denouncing a target who does not want to join the
guerrillas, can be carried out easily...through a letter with false statteofecitizens who
are not implicated in the movement."

"If possible, professional criminals will be hired to carry out specifiectetl 'jobs’."
"Specific tasks will be assigned to others, in order to create a 'hiartihve cause, taking

the demonstrators to a confrontation with the authorities, in order to bring absutggor
or shootings, which will cause the death of one or more persons, who would beeome t



martyrs, a situation that should be made use of immediately against the regonari
to create greater conflicts.”

"Shock Troops. These men should be equipped with weapons (knives, razors, chains,
clubs, bludgeons) and should march slightly behind the innocent and gullible
participants."

Throughout, the manual reads like what the Western world was always tawsgiewa
way communists scheme and indoctrinate.

The World Court found that in producing and disseminating this manual, the United

States "encouraged the commission...of acts contrary to general priofiples
humanitarian law," including the Geneva Conventions of 1949. 9

CHAPTER 5 : Torture

"The first jolt was so bad 1 just wanted to die."

Gloria Esperanza Reyes, speaking of her torture in Honduras, where eleesiovere
attached to her breasts and vagina

"They always asked to be killed. Torture is worse than death."

Jose Barrera, Honduran torturer 1

Turkey, July 14, 1999, the police break into the home of a Kurdish family and aenounc
they want to take the two daughters—Medine, 14, and her younger sister Devran—in for
guestioning. "l headed for the bedroom to get dressed," said Devran later, "but
Medine...went straight to the window and jumped."

Medine's mother explained: "My daughter, you see, preferred death to being tortured
once again."2

"Torture might last a short time, but the person will never be the same."
Amnesty International report3

"No exceptional circumstances whatsoever, whether a state of wérreatof war,
internal political instability or any other public emergency, may be invoked as a

justification for torture."

The Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment, Article 2, S24



"Physical abuse or other degrading treatment was rejected, not only becauserily,
but because it has historically proven to be ineffective," said Richard StqlatyDe
Director of Operations of the Central Intelligence Agency in 1988.5

The CIA likes to say things like this because they think it sounds like good plausible
denial But who can believe that torture does not loosen up tongues, that for such purpose
it is not exceedingly effective? Richard Stolz and the CIA would have us bdiave t
Medine, in the above example, if denied the opportunity to kill herself, would not talk
under torture. Torture's effectiveness extends yet further, for its pugpfvequently not

so much to elicit information as it is to punish, to coerce the victims fronfuatingr

dissident activity by gouging out the idealism from their very being, and as a warning t
their comrades.

For these ends, the CIA has co-existed with torture for decades. (Turkengt iben
remembered, is one of Washington's very closest strategic alli¢somoluras, see
below.) Sleeping with friendly torturers has been a closely guarded attitetAgency,
and for that reason the actual painful details have been difficult to comeiheve
years. But here is some of the record that has made its way to the ligit of da

Greece

During the late 1940s, the CIA was instrumental in the creation of a newahsecurity
agency, KYR Before long, KYP was carrying out all the endearing practicesret se
police everywhere, including systematic torture. It was most active dienggime of
the military junta, 1967-74, a period of routine horrific torture. Amnessriaitional
later reported that "American policy on the torture question as exgressticial
statements and official testimony has been to deny it where possibleranmdzeiit
where denial was not possible. This policy flowed naturally from gengpabst for the
military regime."6

James Becket, an American attorney sent to Greece by Amnesty, wt@@lithat some
torturers told prisoners that some of their equipment had come aslitéynaid. One

item was a special "thick white double cable" whip that was "sdentiiaking their

work easier”; another was the head screw, known as an "iron wreath", wadsch w
progressively tightened around the head or ears.7 American support, reported Becket,
was vital to the torturers:

Hundreds of prisoners have listened to the little speech given by Inspector Basil
Lambrou, who sits behind his desk which displays the red, white, and blue clasped-hand
symbol of American aid. He tries to show the prisoner the absolutéyfofiliesistance:

"You make yourself ridiculous by thinking you can do anything. The world is divided in
two. There are the communists on that side and on this side the free vierldu$sians

and the Americans, no one else. What are we? Americans. Behind me there is
government, behind the government is NATO, behind NATO is the U.S. You can't fight
us, we are Americans."8



Iran

The notorious Iranian security service, SAVAK, which employed torture rdytwas
created under the guidance of the CIA and Israel in the 1950s.9 According to a former
CIA analyst on Iran, Jesse J. Leaf, SAVAK was instructed in torture techniqtles by
Agency.10 After the 1979 revolution, the Iranians found CIA film made A0fAK on

how to torture women.11

Germany

In the 1950s, in Munich, the CIA tortured suspected infiltrators of Soviet emigre
organizations in Western Europe, which the Agency was using in anti-Soviet operati
Amongst the techniques employed by the CIA were such esoteric torture mashods
applying turpentine to a man's testicles or sealing someone in a room and playing
Indonesian music at deafening levels until he cracked.12 This information grobabl
surfaced because it's weird-sounding to the point of being amusing; theikelambre
of regular torture methods not fit for conversation.

Vietnam

The Green Berets taught its members who were slated for duty in Vietrthen1960s
how to use torture as part of an interrogation.13

The notorious Operation Phoenix, set up by the CIA to wipe out the Vietcong
infrastructure, subjected suspects to torture such as electric shock to taks gétioth
men and women, and the insertion into the ear of a six-inch dowel, which was tapped
through the brain until the victim died; suspects were also thrown out of airborne
helicopters to persuade the more important suspects to talk, although this sbbaltdypr
be categorized as murder of the ones thrown out, and a form of torture fondit.dsgeln
violation of the Geneva Convention, the US turned prisoners over to their South
Vietnamese allies in full knowledge that they would be tortured, Amenmitary
personnel often being present during the torture.15

Bolivia

In 1967, anti-Castro Cubans, working with the CIA to find Che Guevara, set up houses of
interrogation where Bolivians suspected of aiding Che's guerrilla armeylweught for
guestioning and sometimes tortured. When the Bolivian interior ministeettafrthe

torture, he was furious and demanded that the CIA put a stop to it.16

Uruguay

In the late 1960s, Dan Mitrione, an employee of the US Office of PulfetySaart of
the Agency for International Development), which trained and armedjfopellice
forces, was stationed in Montevideo, Uruguay. Torturing political prisonessuguay



had existed before Mitrione's arrival. However, in a surprising interview gova

leading Brazilian newspaper, Jornal do Brasil, in 1970, the former Uruguayan Chief of
Police Intelligence, Alejandro Otero, declared that US advisers, and Miinone

particular, had instituted torture as a more routine measure; to the meaiflistofg

pain, they had added scientific refinement; and to that a psychology to creaig despa
such as playing a tape in the next room of women and children screaming and telling the
prisoner that it was his family being tortured.17

The newspaper interview greatly upset American officials in South Aenand
Washington. The director of OPS in Washington tried to explain it all away byiagsert
"The three Brazilian reporters in Montevideo all denied filing that story.aed out
later that it was slipped into the paper by someone in the composing roond@trialedo
Brosil."18

Mitrione built a soundproofed room in the cellar of his house in Montevideo, in which he
assembled Uruguayan police officers to observe a demonstration of tocturi|tess.

Four beggars were rounded up to be the subjects upon whom Mitrione demonstrated the
effects of different voltages on different parts of the body. The four of thesn di

"The precise pain, in the precise place, in the precise amount, for trezlddfect,” was
Mitrione's motto.

"When you get what you want, and | always get it," he said, "it may be good to prolong
the session a little to apply another softening' up. Not to extract informaiw, but

only as a political measure, to create a healthy fear of meddling in siviever
activities."19

Brazil

Before the Office of Public Safety assigned Dan Mitrione to Uruguay, he had been
stationed in Brazil. There, he and other Americans worked with OPS, AIDlanid C
supplying Brazilian security forces with the equipment and training totédeilihe
torture of prisoners. The Americans also advised on how much electric shadkbeoul
administered without killing the person, if his or her death might prove awk&@ard

Guatemala

From the 1960s through the 1980s, Guatemalan security forces, notaBlynhenit

called G'2, routinely tortured "subversives". One method was elsbwitk to the genital
area, using military field telephones hooked up to small generators, equipment an
instructions for use supplied by Uncle Sam. The US and its clients in variouse&®unt
were becoming rather adept at this technique. The CIA advised, armed anzbddhg

G-2, which maintained a web of torture centers, whose methods reportedlythclud
chopping off limbs and singeing flesh, in addition to electric shocks. The Army unit even
had its own crematorium, presumably to dispose of any incriminating evidére€I1A



thoroughly infiltrated the G-2, with at least three G-2 chiefs of the 1980saatyd1990s,
as well as many lower-level officers, being on the Agency's payroll.21

Also benefiting from the Agency's generosity was General Hecetm@&o Morales (see
"Haven" chapter), who was Defense Minister during the armedsfat®689 abduction of
Sister Dianna Ortiz, an American nun. She was burned with cigaretted,regyeatedly,

and lowered into a pit full of corpses. Typically, torturers exult in demonstrating the
power they hold over their victims—one of them put a large knife or machete intts Orti
hand, put his own hands on top of hers, and forced her to stab another female prisoner.
Ortiz thinks she may have killed the woman. A fair-skinned man, whom the others
referred to as "Alejandro”, and as their "boss", seemed to be in chargajd&hde spoke
Spanish with an American accent and cursed in English. Later, Ortiz adds, whearthis

realized she was American, he ordered the torture stopped. Cleardymbhva-tion had
been humanitarian, and not simply trying to avoid a possible political flap, he waad ha
stopped it regardless of her nationality.22

In 1996, in the United States, Ortiz received a number of documentghe State

Department in response to a Freedom of Information Act request. Only cek 1880,
contained a significant reference to Alejandro. It read as follows:

VERY IMPORTANT: We need to close the loop on the issue of the "Northridare
named by Ortiz as being involved in the case...The EMBASSY IS VERY SENSITIVE
ON THIS ISSUE, but it is an issue we will have to respond to publicly...23

The next two pages were completely redacted.
El Salvador

During the counter-insurgency period of the 1980s, there was widespregd tort
practiced by the various Salvadoran security forces, all of whom hadboksieg
relations with the CIA and/or the US military. In January 1982, e Mork Times
published an interview with a deserter from the Salvadoran Army who ldedeiclass
where severe methods of torture were demonstrated on teenage prisonextedbat
eight US military advisers, apparently Green Berets, were presetdhiva will make
you feel more like a man," a Salvadoran officer apprised the armytse@dding that
they should "not feel pity of anyone" but only "hate for those who are enemies of our
country."24

Another Salvadoran, a former member of the National Guard, lateretestifa 1986

British television documentary: "I belonged to a squad of twelve. We devoted oarselve
to torture, and to finding people whom we were told were guerrillas. | wasdran
Panama for nine months by the [unintelligible] of the United States fegaettilla

warfare. Part of the time we were instructed about torture."25

Honduras



During the 1980s, the CIA gave indispensable support to the infamous Battalion 316,
which kidnapped, tortured and killed hundreds of citizens, using shock and suffocation
devices for interrogation, amongst other techniques. The CIA supplied taytupenent,
torture manuals, and in both Honduras and the US taught battalion memberdoét
psychological and physical torture. On at least one occasion, a CIA officer tbak pa
interrogating a torture victim. The Agency also funded Argentine coumdargency
experts to provide further training for the Hondurans. At the time, Argenaisgdamous

for its "Dirty War," an appalling record of torture, baby kidnappings and disappegrance
Argentine and CIA instructors worked side by side training Battalion 316. US s$udippor
the battalion continued even after its director, Gen. Gustavo Alvardambigrtold the

US ambassador that he intended to use the Argentine methods of eliminbtiagswes.

In 1983, the Reagan administration awarded Alvarez the Legion of Merit "for
encouraging the success of democratic processes in Honduras." At éhensanthe
administration was misleading Congress and the American public by denying or
minimizing the battalion's atrocities.26

Panama

During the US occupation of Panama following its invasion of December 1989, some
American soldiers engaged in torture of soldiers of the Panama Defense Foores

case, a metal cable was inserted into an open wound, producing intense pain. In another
reported case, a PDF soldier was hung up by one arm on which he already had an injury
to the elbow, which had been stitched up,27

At home

For those readers who have difficulty believing that American governmelmciand
military personnel could be closely involved in the torture of foreigners, ugigested
that they consider what these Americans have done to other Americans.

At the US Navy's schools in San Diego and Maine during the 1960s and 1970s, students
were supposedly learning about methods of "survival, evasion, resistance g& esca
which they could use if they were ever a prisoner of war. There was in the course
something of survival in a desert, where students were forced to eas lizatdhe naval
officers and cadets were also subjected to beatings, jarring judo flges, cages"—

hooded and placed in a 16-cubic-foot box for 22 hours with a coffee can for their
excrement—and a torture device called the "water board": the subjecestitapmn

inclined board, head downward, a towel placed over his face, and cold water poured ove
the towel; he would choke, gag, retch and gurgle as he experienced the sensation of
drowning.

A former student, Navy pilot Lt. Wendell Richard Young, claimed that his back was
broken during the course and that students were tortured into spitting, urinating and
defecating on the American flag, masturbating before guards, and, on os®mcca
engaging in sex with an instructor.28



In 1992, a civilian oversight board revealed that over a 13-year period (1973-1986),
Chicago police officers and commanders engaged in "systematic" tanthedase of
suspects, including electric shock to penises, testicles and othermatasys,
suffocation (plastic bags secured over the heads, stopping the flow of oxygen; s
subjects passed out, and when they recovered, the bag was placed over thegaihgad a
guns stuck in prisoners' mouths and triggers pulled; prisoners hung from hooks by
handcuffs attached to their wrists and beaten on the bottoms of their feettaed on
testicles; as well as much psychological torture. Some weeasesl after being tortured
and were never charged. More than 40 cases were collected. According tahmie o
attorneys, "All of the victims were black or Latino, so far as we've seen, apadiple
who were doing the torturing were white officers."29

A Human Rights Watch investigation of more than 20 US prisons and jails irYeyy
California, Florida and Tennessee, and a close look at prison litigatiartdaryear
period, showed "extensive abuses of the U.N.'s minimum standards for thestreat
prisoners...amounting to torture"...a handcuffed prisoner forced into a tub oég#sed
water...prisoners dying after receiving repeated jolts of electricity §toin guns or stun
belts (50,000 volt shock for 8 seconds)...prisoners held in outdoor cages, rain or
shine...prisoners held in total isolation from other human beings for longip@fidime
with sensory deprivation...30

Amnesty International has released reports such as "Torturerdaimient and

Excessive Force by Police in Los Angeles, California" (1992), and "PoliceliBratad
Excessive Force in the New York City Police Department” (1996), dsawkdter reports
dealing with Chicago and other cities. Amnesty states that US police fokeebdwen

guilty of "violating international human rights standards through a pattern of unchecked
excessive force amounting to torture or other cruel, inhuman and degradingri@zgin

Lest any of the above give the impression that the United States government is not
disturbed by the practice of torture, it should be pointed out that Congress padsied a bi
1996 allowing, for the first time, an American citizen to sue a foreignrgowent in a

US court for having been tortured in the foreign country. There was one smiztibmi
imposed, however. The only countries that can be sued under this law are Washington's
officially-designated enemies (ODE), those categorized as risdrstates”.32

For other states, the situation may be like the case in the early 199@stdf&son, an
American who sued Saudi Arabia in a US court for torture. A Circuit Court ofagpe
ruled that he had a right to sue, but the State Department helped the Saudisdcgse
reversed in the Supreme Court.33

CHAPTER 6 : The Unsavories



During the 1980s, there were a number of disclosures of past and present CIA
involvement with torturers, death-squaders, drug traffickers and other typasarot
American schoolbooks. At some unrecorded moment, a government spinheagpbcame
with the term "unsavory persons", implying that the government was as nputseck by
these types as any decent American citizen ought to be.

The media obediently picked up on it. With each new revelation of the ClAgcton

to human rights violations in the company of some despicable people abroad, who were
on the Agency payroll, we were told—and told officially—that the CIA had no choice

but to associate with "unsavory" persons if it wished to obtain certain important
information in foreign countries; information, of course, vital to our "natioralrgg".

A new whitewash cliche had been bor n, which is still very much alive.

Even when the media is critical of the CIA for working with unsavories, '‘thece
indication that the relationship was ever anything more than paying for informatian whil
holding one's nose.

But it should be clearly understood that these unsavories have not been simply
informants.

To the CIA and the US military these men are America's allies aathe side of a civil
conflict.

US propaganda insists that the side these men are fighting on is the seslofrfrand
democracy.

We champion their cause, for it is our cause as well.

We select certain of them to attend American military schools and stewgraduation
certificates upon them.

We wine and dine them in the US, we give them gifts, we set them up withyiessti
We train them and give them their weapons and uniforms.

We teach them methods of bomb-making, methods of assassina-tion and rmoéthods
interrogation (read torture).

We provide them with information about individuals from the CIA's mammoth
international databases. Some of these individuals then wind up tortured and/or
murdered.

We cover up their atrocities.

We facilitate and cover up their drug trafficking.



We socialize with them. They are our friends. They have often betrayedwhei
country for us.

The money paid to unsavories is of course available to them to financelteir
purposes. When someone like Qaddafi of Libya does this, it's called "supporting
terrorism".

CIA payments and other support to these unsavories necessarily brindgharore t
information—they bring influence and control. When one looks at the anti-dativocr
and cruelty levels of the recipients, one has to wonder what the CIA's infliwascénd
at the same time one has to ask the following question: If the United Stzetake
sides in a foreign civil war, why must it repeatedly be on the same side asdavories?

Other unsavory skeletons in Washington's closet

In the post-World War 1l period, US foreign policy embraced many other unsswerie
"former" Nazis (including war criminals like Klaus Barbie), Itali@scists, Japanese
enemy armed forces, Japanese scientists who had carried out terribilemexfseon
prisoners, including Americans, and many thousands of others who had collabattated w
these individuals during the war. In many parts of Europe and Asia, collabordtors wi
the enemy were publicly disgraced, imprisoned, and/or executed by the post-war
governments or citizens' groups. But in China, Italy, Greece, the Philippines, Korea
Albania, West Germany, Iran, the Soviet Union, Vietham and elsewhere, iinidngy o
fascists and collaborators who eluded punishment became Americamadigsng up

new governments, trying to overthrow governments, fighting civil wars, suppressing the
left, gathering intelligence and manipulating electoral politics; indeedy miathem

eluded punishment because they became American allies.1

As late as 1988, there were a number of genuine pro-Nazi, anti-Seéscftom

Eastern and Central Europe in the Republican Party's National Republictagéie

Groups Council. Several of these worthies were leaders of the George Biidkmiral
cam-paign's ethnic outreach arm, the Coalition of American Nationalitigsitel¢he fact

that their checkered past was not a big secret. One of them, Laszlor PaisPastor) had
served in the pro-Nazi Hungarian government's embassy in Berlin duringrthEhiga

had been revealed in a 1971 page-one story in the Washington Post.2 When this past was
again brought up in September 1988, the Republicans were obliged to dump Rabkztor a
four others of his ilk from Bush's campaign.3

When lying down with unsavories has such a long heritage, for Washington to pretend
that it's no more than a temporary marriage of convenience to an (unfogtunatel
unattractive bride, is an exercise that fails to rise above simgdispaganda. What has
attracted the two sides to each other over the years has been a shareahskeisusness,
manifesting itself in an abhorrence of progressive movements, orrsnghealled
"communism™ or most anything or anyone seen as a threat to a mutualgddsaius

guo. The lowly, crude Guatemalan lieutenant relishes hanging around the Anstaiga



door more than gazing upon his country's Indian peasants. His Yankee drinking buddy is
convinced it's an act of duty to help him kill them.

CHAPTER 7 : Training New Unsavories

| have seen no evidence in my 24 years in Congress of one instance whese béca
American military involvement with another military that the Americhage stopped
that foreign army from carrying out atrocities against their own people. Noneede
none.

—Senator Tom Harkin (D.-lowa), 1999 1

School of the Americas

The School of the Americas (SOA), an Army school at Fort Benning, Georgia, lmas bee
beleaguered for years by protestors because so many of its graduates haweoheassh

in very serious human-rights abuses in Latin America, often involving torture and
murder. SOA insists that it teaches its students to respect human niglitsraocracy.

To examine this claim we must note that wars between nations in Latincaraee
extremely rare. The question which thus arises is: Who are theseymmigarbeing

trained to fight if not the army of another country? Who but their own citizens?

Over the years, SOA has trained tens of thousands of Latin Americamynaliig police

in subjects like counter-insurgency, infantry tactics, military irgefice, anti-narcotics
operations and commando operations. The students have also been taught to hate and fear
something called "communism”, later something called "terrorismtiy, liitle, if any,

distinction made between the two, thus establishing the ideological jusitiica

suppress their own people, to stifle dissent, to cut off at the knees anything bearing a
likeness to a movement for social change which—although the militarymagg not

think in such terms—might interfere with Washington's global agenda.

Those on the receiving end of anti-communist punishment would have a difficailt ti
recognizing themselves from this piece of philosophy from an SOA clasmdcracy
and communism clash with the firm determination of the Western eesitdrconserve
their own traditional way of life."2 This reads as if dissidents came foone $araway

land, with alien values and no grievances that could be comprehended astiedpyima
the "Western" mind.

On New Year's Day 1994, peasants in Mexico's state of Chiapas staged essloodl|
takeover of nearby communities under the banner of the Zapatista Nailoeration
Army. It was the same day that the North American Free Trade AgreeNARTA)
took effect, as the Zapatistas were careful to point out. The Mexicaargnigsponded



brutally. As the conflict dragged on, to the NAFTA-powers-that-be in Wasinrige
situation threatened to be an embarrassing impediment to the peaceful intptemeof
the trade agreement.

Whether by coincidence or not, as the Zapatista rebellion has continuegptedést
day, the Mexican enrollment at SOA has proceeded accordingly. Here arauths fay
number of students: 1994 - 15; 1995 - 24; 1996 - 148; 1997 - 333; 1998 - 219.

Presumably, by 1998, Mexico had sufficient trained officers to be able toatyt ba
although their enrollment number was still the highest of any country for thaflyesse
newly-honed SOA "professionals" have formed an "army of occupation”, which has
militarized Chiapas, setting up camps from which they beat, terroriee, wiirder, and
dislocate the indigenous population and inhibit free movement with roadblocks.

In September 1996, under continual insistence from religious and grasgrogps, the
Pentagon released seven Spanish-language training manuals used at the SI9A8Iuntil
A New York Times editorial declared:

Americans can now read for themselves some of the noxious lessons theSthtisd
Army taught to thousands of Latin American military and police officerseathool of

the Americas during the 1980s. A training manual recently released byriag&e
recom-mended interrogation techniques like torture, execution, blackntbdrresting
the relatives of those being questioned.3

SOA graduates have led a number of military coups—so many that the Washindton Pos
reported in 1968 that the school was "known throughout Latin America as thddelzue
golpes' or coup school"4—and are responsible for the murders of thousands of people,
particularly in the 1980s, such as the Uraba massacre in Colombia; Moz &k

massacre, the assassination of Archbishop Oscar Romero, the rape @adahiour US
churchwomen and the Jesuit massacre in El Salvador; the La Cantutanmas$eru;

the torture and murder of a UN worker in Chile; and hundreds of other human-rights
abuses.

In the village of El Mozote, EI Salvador, in December 1981, from 700 to p@©&dns
were reported killed, mostly the elderly, women and children, in extremely cdiel a
gruesome ways.5 Ten of the twelve soldiers cited for the massacre W& mgr&luates.
In the slaying of six Jesuit priests and two others in November 1989, the UN Truth
Commission revealed that 19 of the 26 Salvadoran officers involved had bieed at
the SOA.6

The full scope of atrocities committed by SOA graduates will likely negeknown
because members of Latin American militaries are generallyeabevaw. It has been
rare that crimes by members of these militaries have been gatestj and rarer still that
the names of those suspected have been released.

The SOA has always claimed that it doesn't teach its students how to ¢ortons to
commit other human-rights abuses. When the truth was revealed by the céltees



training manuals, the SOA claimed that it had changed. But only one of 42 coutses in t
1996 course catalogue—"Democratic Sustainment"—centers on issuesoaiadeyrand
human rights. In 1997, only 13 students took this course, compared with 118 who took
"Military Intelligence". The "mandatory human-rights component" of otberses
comprises only a very small portion of the total course hours. Former SOA nigintn
instructor Charles Call has reported that human-rights training is not takaumnsgeat

the school, comprising an insignifi-cant amount of students' overall training.7

Access

Why, in the face of decades of terrible publicity, increasingly more miljantests,
thousands of arrests, and sharply decreasing Congressional support, has gomPenta
clung to the School of the Americas? What is it that's so vital to the mititass? The
answer may lie in this: the school and its students, along with a never-ending supply of
US military equipment to countries around the world, are part of a padkaigeetves the
US foreign policy agenda in a special way. The package is called "acckss]j.wAth

the equipment come American technicians, instructors, replacementrnghrn®ee. Here

is the testimony before Congress of General Norman Schwarzkopf, Commagitézfin

US Central Command (CENTCOM), in 1990.

Security assistance leads directly to access, and without accedscby our friends we
cannot project U.S. military forces into [an] area and stay there for angcagdge length
of time...[If] our military assistance programs diminish, our influemiteerode and we
will come to the point where we will have little or no ability to control the usheof t
weapons or the escalation of hostilities...The second pillar of our strateggesgeelt is
the symbol of America's continued interest in and commitment to stahilityei
region...The third pillar of CENTCOM's strategy is combined [militargreises. They
demonstrate our resolve and commitment to the region. They foster increased
cooperation, and they enhance our ability to work with our friends in a coalition
environment."8

Thus it is that military aid, military exercises, naval port vjgts.—like the School of

the Americas—means repeated opportunities to foster close ties, evenadarie,
between American officers and foreign military personnel; and, at the siae, the
opportunity to build up files of information on many thousands of these foreigners, as
well as acquiring language skills, maps and photos of the area. In surpectahal
connections, personal information, country data bases—indispensable asset®in time
coup, counter-coup, revolution, counter-revolution or invasion.

US military presence has, in effect, served the purpose of "casing thigijatgo
facilitates selecting candidates, not just Latin Americans for,3QAthousands of
military and police personnel from other continents who come to the U&ifointy at
scores of other military schools; the process of access replengiedtiis not unusual
for the military-to-military contacts to thrive even while diplomatlations between
Washington and the students' government are rather cool (in recent yeafdgerm,
Syria and Lebanon)—another indication of the priority given to the contacts.9



Historically, as shown in this chapter and others, strong military' to-ryities have
tended to undermine civilian institutions and fuel human-rights abuses, palyicula
Latin America, where fledgling democracies are now trying to keep thigameis in the
barracks.

The equipment $ale$ that access leads to ain't bad either.
The New Improved School of the Americas

When Congress came close to ending funding for the school in fall 1999, the Defense
Department finally saw the writing on the wall. It announced in Novembeit thas
planning on making major changes by spring 2000—making the focus less strictly
military and more academic; admitting civilian students as wetliaary; teaching
democratic principles, etc.; changing the name to the Center for Intergamé&ecurity
Cooperation.

The question remains: Why keep the school at all? Are there not enough academi
schools here and in Latin America that fill the bill? Americans don't fraeeuniversity

education. Why should we provide it for foreigners?

The answer appears to be the factor that the changes wouldn't affeess:guerhaps
new, improved access, inasmuch as in addition to military students, thelbe wdtess
to present and future political and civilian leaders as students.10

In any event, there will still be the numerous other military traifacgities for
foreigners in the US, in addition to the extensive training the Pentagon cautrigsroad.

Office of Public Safety schools

From the early 1960s until the mid 1970s, the US Office of Public S@gfetyof AID),
operated The International Police Academy, at first in Panama, then mngtas. It did
for foreign police officers what the SOA did for the military. OPS pradialaining
abroad for more than a million policemen in the Third World, ten thousand of whom
were selected to come to Washington for advanced training. There may vechiden
more serious human-rights abusers amongst the OPS police students thgst dineo
SOA military graduates because of the former's closer and moreffitacpntact with the
populace. Moreover, most of the classes were held abroad, where theonstrould
feel less constrained than in Washington or Georgia about lecturing in a Vigagtmi
manner on "the communist menace" and the use of any means necessary totcombat i
Amongst the means sometimes taught was torture. (See "Torture"rchapte

OPS provided the police with weapons, ammunition, radios, patrol cars, tearggas, ga
masks, batons and other crowd control devices; a class on Assassination Wea&pons
discussion of various weapons which may be used by the assassin" is how OPS put it;
and instruction on the design, manufacture and employment of bombs and incendiary



devices, taught at the "bomb school" in Los Fresnos, Texas. The official OPS #aplana
for the bomb courses was that policemen needed such training in order to deal with
bombs placed by terrorists. There was, however, no instruction in destroying bombs, only
in making them.11

When Congress abolished the Public Safety Program in 1975 in response to rising
criticism of this dark side of American foreign policy, the Drug Enforeet

Administration, with help from the FBI and the Defense Department, quiepipad in
and continued the program.12 In various reincarnations, the program continuas, just

the School of the Americas made it to the 21st century.13
Brazil

The Escola Superior de Guerra (Higher War College), founded in Rio deoJank949,
allowed the United States to foster relationships with Brazilianesfisimilar to those
with SOA students, while passing on a similar political mentality. Latiredca
historian Thomas E. Skidmore has observed:

Under the U.S.-Brazilian military agreements of the early 19504).8eArmy received
exclusive rights to render assistance in the organization and operatiorcoli¢ige,

which had been modeled on the National War College in Washington. In view ofthe fa
that the Brazilian War College became a rallying point for leading nyildpponents of
civilian populist politicians, it would be worth examining the extent to which the syrongl|
anti-Communist ideology—bordering on an anti-political attitude—was reinfoared (
moderated?) by their frequent contacts with United States officers.14

There was, moreover, the ongoing US Military Assistance Program, wiich U
Ambassador Lincoln Gordon described in a March 1964 cable to the Staténbmyars
a "major vehicle for establishing close relationships with personnel aftied forces”
and "a highly important factor in influencing [the Brazilian] miljtéo be pro-US."15

Just weeks after this cable was sent, the Brazilian military overtopopulist
government which was on Washington's hate/hit list.

CHAPTER 8 : War Criminals: Theirs and Ours

On December 3, 1996, the US Justice Department issued a list of 16 daptiress

who would be barred from entering the United States because of "war"ccionesitted
during the Second World War. Among those denied entry were some who were alleged
to have been members of the infamous "Unit 731," which, said the Jusfieetident,
"conducted inhumane and frequently lethal pseudo-medical experiments—on thousands
of...prisoners and civilians," including mass dissections of living humans.1 Oddly
enough, after the war the man in charge of the Unit 731 program—whose testssubje



included captured American soldiers—General Shiro Ishii, along with a nurnbisr o
colleagues, had been granted immunity and freedom in exchange for providing the
United States with details about their experiments, and were promiséddinarimes
would not be revealed to the world. The justification for this policy, advanced by
American scientists and military officials, was, of course, the pbise ubiquitous
"national security."2

Apart from the hypocrisy of the Justice Department including Unit 731 membesuch
a list, we are faced with the fact that any number of countries would Hespusti

issuing a list of Americans barred from entry because of "war crimes'cante$
against humanity.” Such a list might include the following:

William Clinton, president, for his merciless bombing of the people of Yagiasfor 78

days and nights, taking the lives of many hundreds of civilians, and producing one of the
greatest ecological catastrophes in history; for his relentless cdrdimo&the sanctions

and rocket attacks upon the people of Iraqg; and for his illegal and lethalrigsabi

Somalia, Bosnia, Sudan and Afghanistan.

General Wesley Clark, Supreme Allied Commander in Europe, for hisidirexdtthe
NATO bombing of Yugoslavia with an almost sadistic fanaticism..."He waoskdaut of
his seat and slap the table. Tve got to get the maximum violence out of thisgrampa
now!"3

George Bush, president, for the murder of hundreds of thousands of innocent Iraqi
civilians, including many thousands of children, the result of his 40 days of bgraibdl

the institution of draconian sanctions; and for his unconscionable bombing of Panama,
producing widespread death, destruction and homelessness, for no disceasinethat
would stand up in a court of law.

General Colin Powell, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, for hismprent role in the
attacks on Panama and Iraq, the latter including destruction of nuclearseeacwell as

plants making biological and chemical agents. It was the first time leateinte reactors

had been bombed, and ran the risk of setting a dangerous precedent. Hardly more than a
month had passed since the United Nations, under whose mandate the Ureted/&tat
supposedly operating in Irag, had passed a resolution reaffirming its " e

military attacks on nuclear facilities" in the Middle East.4 In theenafkthe destruction,
Powell gloated: "The two operating reactors they had are both gone, they're down, they're
finished."5 He was just as cavalier about the lives of the people of Ira&sdonse to a
question concerning the number of Iraqis killed in the war, the good general répbed:
really not a number I'm terribly interested in."6

And for his part in the cover up of war crimes in Vietnam by troops of the sagaelér
that carried out the My Lai massacre.7



General Norman Schwarzkopf, Commander in Chief, US Central Commands for hi
military leadership of the Iraqgi carnage; for continuing the carnage twaaftayshe
cease-fire; for continuing it against Iraqis trying to surrender.

Ronald Reagan, president, for eight years of death, destruction, torture andhinegc
of hope inflicted upon the people of El Salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua arat&isn
his policies; and for his bombings of Lebanon, Libya and Iran. He's forgottersalbdti
the world shouldn't.

Elliott Abrams, Assistant Secretary of State under Reagan, fortirgnmistory, even as

it was happening, by instituting lying as public policy. He was indispensable to putting
the best possible face on the atrocities being committed daily by the Cantlaaiagua

and by other Washington allies in Central America, thus promoting continued support fo
them; a spinmeister for the ages, who wrestled facts into ideologicalssidn. "When
history is written," he declared, "the Contras will be folk heroes."8

Caspar Weinberger, Secretary of Defense for seven years under Reagmofiitcial

and actual responsibility for the numerous crimes against humanity pergddyathe

United States in Central America and the Caribbean, and for the bombing ofribya i
1986. George Bush pardoned him for Iran-Contra, but he should not be pardoned for his
war crimes.

Lt. Col. Oliver North, assigned to Reagan's National Security Council, for bengie
mover behind the Contras of Nicaragua, and for his involvement in the planning of the
invasion of Grenada, which took the lives of hundreds of innocent civilians.

Henry Kissinger (who has successfully combined three careers: schulbe, péace
laureate, and war criminal), National Security Adviser under Nixon anetgaeg of
State under Nixon and Ford, for his Machiavellian, amoral, immoral roles WShe
interventions into Angola, Chile, East Timor, Iraq, Vietham and Cambodia, which
brought unspeakable horror and misery to the peoples of those lands.

Gerald Ford, president, for giving his approval to Indonesia to use Americanarm
brutally suppress the people of East Timor, thus setting in motion a quamtaryelong
genocide.

Robert McNamara, Secretary of Defense under presidents Kennedy and Jolpnsoe, a
architect of, and major bearer of responsibility for, the slaughter in Intlpdinom its
early days to its extraordinary escalations; and for the violent suppression of popular
movements in Peru.

General William Westmoreland, Army Chief of Staff, for the numeroaisaciimes under
his command in Vietnam. In 1971, Telford Taylor, the chief US prosecutoe gist-
World War Il Nuremberg Tribunal, cited the "Yamashita" case asngi®for indicting
Westmoreland. Following the war, a US Army Commission had sentenced Japanese
general Tomayuki Yamashita to be hung for atrocities committed by his trotes i



Philippines. The Commission held that as the senior commander, Yamashita was
responsible for not stopping the atrocities. The same ruling could of courgd@ppl
General Powell and General Schwarzkopf. Yamashita, in his defenssntpres
considerable evidence that he had lacked the communications to adequatelyhcont
troops; yet he was still hung. Taylor pointed out that with helicopters and modern
communications, Westmoreland and his commanders didn't have this problem.9

The crime of bombing

As mentioned in the "Bombings" chapter, the bombing of cities from aiiplgomes not
only unpunished but virtually unaccused. This is a legacy of World War Il. The
Nuremberg and Tokyo judgments are silent on the subject of aerial bondvdr@mce
both sides had played a terrible game of urban destruction—the Allie®far
successfully—there was no basis for criminal charges against Geondapanese, and
in fact no such charges were brought. But as Telford Taylor has asked: "lartizere
significant difference between killing a babe-in-arms by a bomb dropped frogh-a
flying aircraft, or by an infantryman's point-blank gunfire?...The aviatorfsact
described] as more 'impersonal’ than the ground soldier's. This maycbelpgically
valid, but surely is not morally satisfactory."10

No one ever thinks they're guilty of anything...they're all just good ol' patriots

"Asked whether he wants to apologize for the suffering he caused, he looksedyenui
confused, has the interpreter repeat the question, and answers 'No'..."| warkryou t
that everything | did, | did for my country." Journalist Nate Thayer intervig\aidying
Pol Pot, 1997 11

How to deal with the unthinkable

At the close of World War 1, the International Military Tribunal for ther East was

held. At the trial in Tokyo of former Japanese prime minister Hideki Tojoahigdrs

asked why Tojo's crimes were any worse than dropping the A-bomb on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki. At that moment, the prosecution interrupted the Japanesativareshd

ordered the removal of the remarks in the official trial record and in tlse.pge

Another unthinkable

The Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide ("Genocide
Convention"), adopted by the United Nations General Assembly in 1948..."The
Contracting Parties confirm that genocide, whether committed indirpeace or in time

of war, is a crime under international law which they undertake to prevend ginish."

The Convention then goes on to define genocide as certain acts, listed therein,
"committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnicag! raci

religious group, as such.”



Missing from this list is perhaps the most significant manifestadf genocide in

modern times: the extermination of people because of their politicabgledhe Nazis
became notorious for their slaughter of Jews and Gypsies, but German fascism, as in
Italy, Spain, Greece, Chile, Indonesia, and elsewhere, was firstly iamakipr directed
against socialists and communists, regardless of any other chatactéiitler, in any
event, largely equated Jews and communists.)

As can be seen in the chapter on "Interventions” and in other chapters—from China and
the Philippines in the 1940s to Colombia and Mexico in the 1990s, the Unitesl I&iate
long been practicing this politicide. However, the CEOs of The World's Only
Superpower can rest easy. There will be no international convention aganstmno
American official will ever have to answer to a court for it.13

Yugoslavia—another war-crimes trial that will never be

Beginning about two weeks after the NATO bombing of Yugoslavia began in March
1999, international-law professionals from Canada, the United Kingdom;e>aed the
American Association of Jurists began to file complaints with theratenal Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia in The Hague, Netherlands, charging le&ders o
NATO countries and officials of NATO itself with crimes simitarthose for which the
Tribunal had issued indictments shortly before against Serbian leaders. Amongst the
charges filed were: "grave violations of international humanitarian lasfyding

"wilful kill-ing, wilfully causing great suffering and serious injury to body and Imealt
employment of poisonous weapons and other weapons to cause unnecessary suffering,
wanton destruction of cities, towns and villages, unlawful attacks on civiliantspje
devastation not necessitated by military objectives, attacks on undefended buaitdings
dwellings, destruction and wilful damage done to institutions dedicated to religion,
charity and education, the arts and sciences."

The Canadian suit names 68 leaders, including William Clinton, MadelelmigAd,
William Cohen, Tony Blair, Canadian Prime Minister Jean Chretien, andONéfficials
Javier Solana, Wesley Clark and Jamie Shea. The complaint also allegesitbg@on"
of the United Nations Charter, the NATO treaty itself, the Geneva Conveanoinke
Principles of International Law Recognized by the International Militartyuhal at
Nuremberg.

The complaint was submitted along with a considerable amount of evidesgeport
the charges. The evidence makes the key point that it was NATO'srigpoaonpaign
which had given rise to the bulk of the deaths in Yugoslavia, provoked most of the
Serbian atrocities, created an environmental disaster and left aaantpggacy of
unexploded depleted uranium and cluster bombs.

In June, some of the complainants met in The Hague with the court's dsetptor,
Louise Arbour of Canada. Although she cordially received their brief in person, along
with three thick volumes of evidence documenting the alleged war crimes,giothin
substance came of the meeting, despite repeated follow-up submis-siorseasnthye



the plaintiffs. In November, her successor, Carla Del Ponte of Switdedéso met with
some of the complainants and received extensive evidence.

The complainants' brief in November pointed out that the prosecution of those named by
them was "not only a requirement of law, it is a requirement of justice to thmewighd

of deterrence to powerful countries such as those in NATO who, in their militghg m

and in their control over the media, are lacking in any other natural resuamgs

might deter less powerful countries." Charging the war's victors, not onbgéss| it was
argued, would be a watershed in international criminal law.

In one of the letters to Arbour, Michael Mandel, a professor of law in Torowltthe
initiator of the Canadian suit, stated:

Unfortunately, as you know, many doubts have already been raised about the irtypartiali
of your Tribunal In the early days of the conflict, after a formal and, in ew,\ustified
complaint against NATO leaders had been laid before it by membédrs Batulty of

Law of Belgrade University, you appeared at a press conference with threeamicused,
British Foreign Secretary Robin Cook, who made a great show of handing you a dossier
of Serbian war crimes. In early May, you appeared at another press coaferétnUS
Secretary of State Madeleine Albright, by that time herself the subjagbdbimal
complaints of war crimes over the targeting of civilians in Yugoslaviaigkibpublicly
announced at that time that the US was the major provider of funds for bo@dlrand

that it had pledged even more money to it.14

Arbour herself made little attempt to hide the pro-NATO bias she ameath her robe.
She trusted NATO to be its own police, judge, jury and prison guard. In a year in which
the arrest of General Pinochet was giving an inspiring lift to the causeofatibnal

law and international justice, the International Criminal Tribunattie Former

Yugoslavia, under Arbour's leadership, ruled that for the Great Powesld ve

business as usual, particularly the Great Power that was most vudnerabbsecution,

and which, coincidentally, paid most of her salary. Here are her own words: | am
obviously not commenting on any allegations of violations of international humamitaria
law supposedly perpetrated by nationals of NATO countries. | accept the assuran
given by NATO leaders that they intend to conduct their operations in the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia in full compliance with international humanitarian ldave
reminded many of them, when the occasion presented itself, of their obligation to conduct
fair and open-minded investigations of any possible deviance from that policy, tued of
obligation of commanders to prevent and punish, if required.15

NATO Press Briefing, May 16, 1999:
Question: Does NATO recognize Judge Arbour's jurisdiction over their agsiviti

Jamie Shea: | think we have to distinguish between the theoretical and theaprhcti
believe that when Justice Arbour starts her investigation [of the Serbsiijllshecause



we will allow her to...NATO countries are those that have provided the finarses up
the Tribunal, we are amongst the majority financiers.

The Tribunal—created in 1993, with the US as the father, the Security Casitice
mother, and Madeleine Albright as the midwife—also relies on the miibtssets of the
NATO powers to track down and arrest the suspects it tries for warscrime

There appeared to be no more happening with the complaint under Del Ponte tlman unde
Arbour, but in late December, in an interview with The Observer of London, Del Ponte
was asked if she was prepared to press charges against NATO perSoamneblied: "If

| am not willing to do that, | am not in the right place. | must give up my mission."

The Tribunal then announced that it had completed a study of possible NATO crimes,
which Del Ponte was examining, and that the study was an appropriate respoiuie to pu
concerns about NATO's tactics. "It is very important for this tribunad$eraits

authority over any and all authorities to the armed conflict within the former
Yugoslavia."

Was this a sign from heaven that the new millennium was going to be one ofeoate
justice? Could this really be?

No, it couldn't. From official quarters, military and civilian, of the @diStates and
Canada, came disbelief, shock, anger, denials..."appalling"..."unjustified". Btel du
the message. Four days after The Observer interview appeared, leeisstied a
statement: "NATO is not under investigation by the Office of the Prosecutog of t
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia. There isanmél inquiry
into the actions of NATO during the conflict in Kosovo."16 And there wouldn't begst
unnecessary to add.

But the claim against NATO—nheretofore largely ignored by the Americatian-was

now out in the open. It was suddenly receiving a fair amount of publicity, and supporters
of the bombing were put on the defensive. The most common argument madé@isNA
defense, and against war-crime charges, has been that the death atadiciewaiticted

upon the civilian sector was "accidental”. This claim, however, must lst@ued in

light of certain reports. For example, the commander of NATO's airlwagen.

Michael Short, declared at one point:

If you wake up in the morning and you have no power to your house and no gas to your
stove and the bridge you take to work is down and will be lying in the Danube for the
next 20 years, | think you begin to ask, "Hey, Slobo, what's this all about?rtdch

more of this do we have to withstand?"17

General Short, said the New York Times, "hopes that the distressYofigioslav public
will undermine support for the authorities in Belgrade."18



At another point, NATO spokesman Jamie Shea added: "If President Milosalyc
wants all of his population to have water and electricity all he has to deejsta¢taTO's
five conditions and we will stop this campaign."19

After the April NATO bombing of a Belgrade office build-ing—which housed palit
parties, TV and radio stations, 100 private companies and more—thengtashiPost
reported:

Over the past few days, U.S. officials have been quoted as expressing the hope that
members of Serbia's economic elite will begin to turn against Milosevictbage
understand how much they are likely to lose by continuing to resist NATO demands.20

Before missiles were fired into this building, NATO planners spelledheutisks:
"Casualty Estimate 50-100 Government/Party employees. Unintended sLialyeEst:
250—Apts in expected blast radius."21 The planners were saying that aboutik&sci
living in nearby apartment buildings might be killed in the bombing. What do we have
here? We have grown men telling each other: We'll do A, and we think thay Befla

be the result. But even if B does in fact result, we're saying beforetemde'll insist
afterward—that it was unintended.

Following World War Il there was an urgent need for a permanent intamahtriminal
court to prosecute those accused of war crimes, crimes against tyuamahgenocide,

but the Cold War intervened. Finally, in 1998 in Rome, the nations of the waftddir

the charter of the International Criminal Court. American negotigdbowsever, insisted

on provisions in the charter that would, in essence, give the United States veto power
over any prosecution through its seat on the Security Council. The American regsiest w
rejected, and primarily for this reason the US refused to join 120 other nations
supported the charter. The ICC is an instrument Washington can't contraksiiffi to
keep it from prosecuting American military and government officialsids&JS officials
have explicitly admitted that this danger is the reason for their amerstbe proposed
new court.22 But this is clearly not the case with the International Grdimribunal for

the Former Yugoslavia. It's Washington's kind of international court, a fooulte New
World Order.

Washington journalist Sam Smith observed in 1999: "It seems that theatndeal war
crimes tribunal has been taking selective enforcement lessons fromvithieiey State
Police. The only war criminals it indicted this week were those with-teasgell foreign
names. No one with a simple Anglican name—say like Clinton or Blair—was charge

During its destructive military operations in Yugoslavia, the United Stedsssupremely
unconcerned about the possibility that anyone would even consider filing charges against
NATO at the Hague, yet we now know that: "Midway through the war with Yugoslavia,
the Defense Department's top legal office issued guidelines warningithese of cyber
attacks could subject U.S. authorities to war crimes charges." ThisreBsence to the

fact that the Pentagon's was considering hacking into Serbian computer neépworks

disrupt military operations and basic civilian services.23



CHAPTER 9 : Haven for Terrorists

I n 1998, the State Department issued its annual human-rights regtiorg, Guba

amongst those nations alleged to "sponsor terrorism". Curious about this, | calhed up t
State Department and was connected to what they called "The Terraegkh @here a
gentleman named Joe Reap told me that Cuba was included because "They harbor
terrorists."

"So does the United States,"” | replied. "The Cuban exiles in Miami have cechmitt
hundreds of terrorist acts, in the US and abroad."

Mr. Reap exploded. "Sir," he cried in a rising voice, "that is a fatuous remaurkvall
not listen to such nonsense!" And he hung up.

Unrepentant trouble-maker that | am, the following year, May 4, 1999 to be exan

the new human-rights report was issued (does the word "self-righteous"ttigrath

the folks at the State Department?), | again called 202-647-8682, anchagaidoe

Reap who answered. | doubt he knew that | was the same caller as the geabbigfin

any event, we went through the same dance steps. When | repeated my comment about
the Cuban terrorists being harbored in Miami, he became instantly indignantciithsai
they were not terrorists.

"But the FBI has labeled some of them just that,” | said.
"Then take it up with the FBI," said Joe.
"But we're discussing a State Department report,” | pointed out.

His voice rose..."l will not listen to people call this government a tstrspionsor!"
Phone slammed down. The intervening year had not mellowed ol' Joe any more than it
had me.

It's always fascinating to observe how a True Believer reacts to a suddeueated and
unanswerable threat to his fundamental ideological underpinnings.

The Cuban exiles are in fact one of the longest-lasting and most pralificgegroups
in the world, and they're still at it. During 1997 they carried out a spateafdornbings
in Havana, directed from Miami.1

Hijacking is generally regarded as a grave international crime, but althougt#we

been numerous air and boat hijackings over the years from Cuba to the US, at gunpoint,
knifepoint and/or with the use of physical force, including at least one mutsler, it

difficult to find more than a single instance where the United Stategbt criminal



charges against the hijackers. In August 1996, three Cubans who hijacked a plane to
Florida at knifepoint were indicted and brought to trial. In Florida. This is tykeg

someone for gambling in a Nevada court. Even though the kidnapped pilot was brought
back from Cuba to testify against the men, the defense simply told the habtise man

was lying, and the jury deliberated less than an hour before acquitting the dédehda

Cubans are not the only foreign terrorists or serious human-rights violators weho ha

enjoyed safe haven in the United States in recent years. Like the Cubans, thesteders |
below are fervent anti-communists, or in some other way are compaiiblpast or
present US foreign-policy objectives. (For sources not indicated, see #i3)not

There's former Guatemalan Defense Minister Hector Gramajo &$ordal 1995, a US
court ordered Gramajo to pay $47.5 million in damages to eight Guatemalaam$)&nd
citizen for his responsibility in the torture of the American (SiBianna Ortiz—see
"Torture" chapter) and the massacre of family members of the Guatei{ainong
thousands of other Indians whose death he was responsible for). Gramajo had been
served a court summons in 1991 as he gradu-ated from the Kennedy School of
Government at Harvard, where he had studied on a scholarship provided by the US
government. The judge stated that "The evidence suggests that Gramajo deVised a
directed the implementation of an indiscriminate campaign of terransigavilians." It
was only following the court judgment that the Defense Department withdremeay's
invitation to speak at a military seminar.4 Gramajo subsequently retur@chtemala,
without having paid any of the court judgment. In speaking of his previous residence in
Guatemala, he said that he had carried out what he described as "a maoriéanama
means of dealing with perceived dissenters. "We instituted civil afiail982] which
provides development for 70 percent of the population, while we kill 30 peBefote,
the strategy was to kill 100 percent."5

Florida is the retirement home of choice for serious human-rights viokdeksng to
depart from the scene of their crimes. Former general Jose GuillaammGead of El
Salvador's armed forces in the 1980s, when military-linked death squadshkdusands
of people suspected of being "subversives”, has lived in Florida sineartlel 990s.

Garcia's successor, Gen. Carlos Eugenio Vides Casanova, who also sé¢heedead of
the much-feared national guard, is now a resident of the sunshine state tmolircto
the UN Truth Commission for El Salvador, Vides covered up for and protectedvthos
raped and murdered three American nuns and a lay worker in 1980. He waalpyhys
present on at least two occasions when Dr. Juan Romagoza Arce wasltanttive end,
the injuries inflicted on Arce left him unable to perform surgery. (Inésved in 1999,
Vides was moved to declare: "l ask myself over and over if there isiagythave done
wrong, and | can't find anything.")

During the time that Garcia and Vides have lived in the United States, tdigration
has been denying asylum status to many refugees from El Salvador even though they've
claimed they were in fear of being tortured or losing their lives if sent back.



Numerous Haitian human-rights violators have resided in the United Statcent
years, unmolested by the authorities. Their hands and souls are bloody frgingaaut
the repression of the Duvalier dynasty, or the overthrow of the democyaéizaited
Father Jean-Bertrand Aristide in 1991, or the return to repressiomhaftesup. Among
their numbers are:

Luckner Cambronne, Haiti's minister of the interior and defense undedisaPapa
Doc" Duvalier and adviser to his son and successor, Jean Claude "Baby DocébDuvali

Army Lt. Col. Paul Samuel Jeremie. After Baby Doc was forced to abdica&so,
Jeremie was convicted of torturing Duvalier opponents and sentenced to 1fyears
prison. He escaped in 1988.

General Prosper Avril, another Haitian dictator, responsible for the¢ayf opposition
activists, whom he then displayed, bloodied, on television. Forced out by angry mobs in
1990, he was flown to Florida by the US government, where he might have lived happily
ever after except that some of his former torture victims brought suit agamsAt one

point in the process, he failed to make a court appearance and thus defaulted tble f
several countries trying to find haven. Meanwhile, in 1994, a US fedeige awarded

$41 million to six Haitians living in the US.

During the period of Aristide's exile, 1991-94, Colonel Carl Dorelien oveasa®00-
man force whose well-documented cam-paign of butchery included murder, rape
kidnapping and torture, leading to the deaths of some 5,000 Haitian civiliangodthe
colonel has found a home in Florida as well.

We also have leading Haitian death-squad leader Emmanuel Constant, faathef he
FRAPH, the paramilitary group of thugs which spread deep fear amongst tha& Haitia
people with its regular murders, torture, public beatings, arson raids on poor
neighborhoods and mutilation by machete in the aftermath of the coup agastisteAri
He was on the CIA payroll in Haiti and now lives in New York. The State Depattme
refused a Haitian extradition request for Constant and stopped his deportekido theat
country. Constant apparently knows of a lot of skeletons in the American closet.

Other Haitians of this ilk residing in the United States include Major Gehesa-
Claude Duperval, and Ernst Prud’homme, a former high-ranking member of geBur
du Information et Coordination, a notoriously violent propaganda unit.

Armando Fernandez Larios, a member of a Chilean military squad respdosithie
torture and execution of at least 72 political prisoners in the month follohen§x73
coup, is now residing in the United States. Fernandez has publicly acknowledged his
service as a member of the military squad, as well as his role asrarobGaile's
notorious secret police, the DINA, during the Pinochet regime. He struck a pieénba
with US government prosecutors, pleading guilty to being an "accessory aftactthia
the DINA-sponsored 1976 Washington, DC bombing murder of former Chileadestiss
official Orlando Letelier. The Chilean government report-edly would likaededez



extradited from the US, but his lawyer in Miami has said that the 1987aglkeement
between his client and the Department of Justice stipulated that Fermanddanever
be returned to Chile. Department of Justice officials have declined tmeohon the
degree of Fernandez's protection under the terms of the agreement, whigdérisaurt
seal.6

Michael Townley of Chile played an even more significant role in theiketel

assassination. He served some time in a US prison and is now in the Méatiezas
Protection Program. So if you see him, you don't know him.

Argentine admiral Jorge Enrico, who was associated with the Esceelanida in
Buenos Aires, the infamous torture center of the "Dirty War" period (83f6now
freely enjoys Hawaii when he wishes.

At least two former members of the Honduran army's Battalion 3&6 {seture”
chapter), a CIA-trained intelligence unit that murdered hundreds of sedpettists in
the 1980s, are also known to be living the good life in South Florida.

Kebassa Negawa of Ethiopia was a defendant in an Atlanta case for Were he lost
the case and his wages began to be garnished, he disappeared.

Also a resident is Sintong Panjaitan, an Indonesian general responstbie 1891 Santa
Cruz massacre in East Timor that took hundreds of lives.

At Washington's insistence, Thiounn Prasith was the Cambodian envoy to the United
Nations for Pol Pot's Khmer Rouge from 1979 to 1993, even though the Khmer Rouge
were ousted from power in 1979. Prasith was a leading apologist for Pol Patsdioois
crimes and played a major role in their cover up. (See "Pol Pot" chapter githsrs
peace and comfort in Mount Vernon, New York.7

General Mansour Moharari, an Iranian who was in charge of prisons undérathea8d
thus is no stranger to the practice of torture, has lived in the US for manygspite a
price being put on his head by the Iranian mullahs.

Twenty former South Viethamese officers who have admitted to committinge and
other human-rights violations during the Vietnam War are residing legally ifofbai.8

Throughout the 1980s and into the 1990s, numerous other Vietnamese in California
carried out a violent terrorist campaign against their countrymen who wareedenot
sufficiently anti-communist, sometimes merely for calling for ngstion of contacts

with Hanoi; others were attacked simply for questioning the terraaigiens. Under
names such as "Anti-Communist Viets Organization" and "Viethamegn(2ation to
Exterminate Communists and Restore the Nation", on hundreds of occasions they
assaulted and murdered, burned down businesses and vehicles, forced Veetnames
newspapers to cease publishing, issued death threats, engaged in extortionyand man
other aspects of organized crime... all with virtual impunity, even with numerous



witnesses to some murders. In the few cases where arrests agresmspects were
generally released or acquitted; the few who were convicted had theg slaigped.9
This clear pattern of law-enforcement neglect suggests some kind oftanderg with
higher-ups in Washington. If there was indeed a "see-no-evil" federal pbkcgdst
likely explanation would be the powerful, lingering antipathy toward any Viethamese
with a presumed leaning toward Hanoi.

Additionally, a number of persons from the former Yugoslavia who have been accused of
war crimes by their fellow nationals are also living in the US, although ih casss it

appears to be due to American bureaucratic failings, rather than a knovenggf

haven to the henchmen of former allies.

The above doesn't include all the dictators cum terrorists whom thed8tates was

kind enough to fly to safe havens in third countries (enabling them to be reunited with
their bank accounts), such as those from Haiti who are still alive: Gen. Gadrds and
President Jean-Claude "Baby Doc" Duvalier; as well as the nefantas phief Joseph
Michel Francois.

In 1998 President Clinton went before the United Nations to speak about terrorism.
"What are our global obligations?" he asked. "To give terrorists no support, no
sanctuary."10

Extradite or prosecute

The system of international criminal prosecution covering genocide, terravesm
crimes and torture makes all governments responsible for the cripngsgcution of
offenders. Under this basic principle of "universal enforcement," deantthere alleged
offenders are found are obligated either to extradite them for prosecutiondrg a m
directly affected government (e.g., the country where the offenses wenattean or the
country of citizenship of the victims or the abusers), or to initiate prosedhigmselves.
The Pinochet case in the UK was begun in 1998 as an example of this.

The US government strongly supports this principle of "extradite or prosecutegary,
and in fact invoked it a few years ago in a proceeding before the InternationabCour
Justice as the basis for seeking extradition from Libya of two megeallto be
responsible for the bombing of Pan Am flight 103. The US government also strongly
supports the application of this principle to those indicted for war crimes by the
International War Crimes Tribunals for former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. OhesH t
indicted as a war criminal by the Rwanda tribunal was discovered in Tevestedr and
bound over for criminal extradition by a federal court in that state.11

Yet, when it comes to the relics of the Cold War being given haven in the USeds lis
above, Washington chooses to neither prosecute nor extradite, although Cuba, for one,
has asked for the extradition of a number of individuals.

Zero tolerance for other havens



Presidential Decision Directive 39, signed by President Clinton in 19%&s:sta

If we do not receive adequate cooperation from a state that harboriatterhose
extradition we are seeking, we shall take appropriate measures to inducetoonpe
Return of suspects by force may be effected without the cooperation of the host
government.12

So determined was the Clinton administration to punish other states thateomii the
US in harboring terrorists, that in February 1999 it asserted the right to ¢gmmernment
facilities in such nations. "We may not just go in a strike against aigraxility; we
may choose to retaliate against the facilities of the host country, lidsatountry is a
knowing, cooperative sanctuary," Richard Clarke, President Clinton's coordorator
counter-terrorism, declared.13

| tried to reach Mr. Clarke at his White House office to ask him what he thoutite of
proposition that Cuba could justifiably designate the United States as a tinowi
cooperative sanctuary” and bomb CI A headquarters or a Cuban exile officanm, Mi
amongst other sites. However, | was told that he was "not available to the genkzal pub

to speak to". Pity. So | sent him a letter posing these questions, with little éxqrecta
an answer. | was not disappointed.

CHAPTER 10 : Supporting Pol Pot

The Killing Fields...the borders sealed, the cities emptied at gunpointea forrch to
the countryside... be ing a professional, knowing a foreign language, wearing eagglass
almost anything, might be cause enough for persecution, execution...or the overwork will
kill you, or a beating, or the hunger, or disease. For whatever reason: shortage of food,
creation of an agrarian society impervious to the economic world order, imtarba
power, security...well over a million dead at the hands of the Cambodian Cashmuni
Party, the Khmer Rouge, under Pol Pot, after ousting the US-supported regime of Lon
Nol...the world is horrified, comparisons to the Nazi genocide mushroom, "ianse
Hitler" is Pol Pot...

Four years later, January 1979, Vietham—responding to years of attacks byrtee Kh
Rouge against ethnic Viethamese in Cambodia and cross-border raids into Vietnam
itself—invaded what was now called Kampuchea, overthrew Pol Pot's goveyament
installed a government friendly to Vietnam. The Khmer Rouge forcesitetré the
western end of Cambodia, by the border with Thailand, and later some set up camp in
Thailand itself.

Washington's reaction was not any kind of elation that the Cambodian niglmacare
come to an end, but rather undisguised displeasure that the hated Vietmaneese
control and credited with ousting the terrible Khmer Rouge. For years/aftts, the



United States condemned Vietnam's actions as "illegal”. A lingeriregriegs on the part
of American cold watrriors towards the small nation which monumental US okt

not defeat appears to be the only explanation for this attitude. Humiliatiodeaps
particularly when you're the world's only superpower.

Thus it was that an American policy took root—to provide the Khmer Rouge with food,
financial aid and military aid beginning soon after their ouster 1 Theimiconjunction

with China and long-time American client state Thailand, was to restofeaPsltroops
to military capability as the only force which could make the Vietnamébenaw their
army, leading to the overthrow of the Cambodian government.

President Carter's National Security Adviser, Zbigniew Brzezinskistiaéed that in the

spring of 1979: "l encouraged the Chinese to support Pol Pot. | encouraged the Thai to
help the [Khmer Rouge]. The question was how to help the Cambodian peopko]sic]
Pot was an abomination. We could never support him. But China could."2

In November 1980, Ray Cline, former Deputy Director of the CIA, visitktiraer
Rouge enclave inside Cambodia in his capacity as senior foreign-policy adviser t
President-elect Ronald Reagan. A Khmer Rouge press release sé@ltindaias

warmly greeted by thousands of villagers."3 The Reagan administration veasrapp
preparing to continue the policy of opposition to the Viethamese-supported Phnom Penh
government.

Some of the relief organizations operating in Cambodia considered supportifiytiee
Rouge guerrillas inconsistent with their humanitarian goals, in addition tad¢hthat
distributing aid to military personnel was impermissible for such orgamizaas

UNICEF and the International Committee of the Red Cross. But as two demeglief

aid workers, Linda Mason and Roger Brown, later wrote: "Thailand, the country tha
hosted the relief operation, and the U.S. government, which funded the bulk of the relie
operation, insisted that the Khmer Rouge be fed."4

In the 1979-81 period, the World Food Program, which was strongly under UShad|ue
gave almost $12 million in food to the Thai Army to distribute to predominartiyie¢
Rouge camps by the border.5

In 1982, trying to remove the smell from the Khmer Rouge, the United Piates

together a coalition composed of the Khmer Rouge and two "non-communist” groups
also opposed to the Cambodian gov-ernment, one headed by former Cambodian ruler
Prince Sihanouk.

The coalition became the recipient of much aid from the US and Chinayrmainkled
through Thailand. The American aid, by the late 1980s, reached $5 millicialtyff

with the CIA providing between $20 and $24 million behind Congress's back.6 The aid
was usually referred to as "non-lethal” or "humanitarian”, but any aid ire@ther

money to be used to purchase military equipment in the world's arms sn@HKetially,
Washington was not providing any of this aid to the Khmer Rouge, but it knew full well



that Pol Pot's forces were likely to be the ultimate beneficiaries. As $radfidial put it:
"Of course, if the coalition wins, the Khmer Rouge will eat the others'ali\ie any
event, the CIA and the Chinese were supplying arms directly as well to ther Khm
Rouge.8

From 1985 on, there was a Federal law prohibiting the government from providing any
money to Cambodia which would have the effect of helping the Khmer Rouge's fighting

capacity, either directly or indirectly.9 After reports appeared in 11880aid to the
coalition was getting into the hands of the Khmer Rouge, the Bush administra-tion
announced an official halt to the program.10 Whether this was a seriodgetfomply
with the law, or simply an effort at damage control is not known; nor is it ateatdng
the halt lasted, if indeed it was halted at all. The following Februarydthenestration

acknowledged to Congress that there may have been "tacticalyrolaperation”
between US-backed non-communist forces and the Khmer Rouge during an usdpecifi
period.11

The Khmer Rouge were meanwhile using this aid to regularly attack Cambdtigesi
seed minefields, kill peasants and make off with their rice and.datttehey never
seriously threatened the Phnom Penh government.

The United States also successfully defended the right of the Khmer Robhge oitied

Nations' Cambodian seat, although their government had ceased to exist in January 1979.
They held the seat until 1993. Beginning in 1982, the seat ostensibly represented the
coalition, but the chief UN representative, Thiounn Prasith, was a leading apfdogist

Pol Pot's horrendous crimes and played a major role in their cover up. Wherbgske
Newsweek about reports that a million Cambodians had perished under Pol Epftis rul

said: "We estimate between 10,000 and 20,000 persons were killed, &hipef them

by Vietnamese agents who infiltrated our government."12

During the late 1980s and the early 1990s, the United States pressed fomtnlahig

of the Cambodian government and the inclusion of the Khmer Rouge in an interim
government and in elections,13 despite still-lingering revulsion against Pol Paisand
followers amongst the Cambodian people and the international community, and despite
the fact that the Vietnamese withdrew virtually all their forcesff@ambodia in

September 1989.

The death of Khmer Rouge leader Pol Pot has again brought to internatiarntaatee
of the most tragic chapters of inhumanity in the twentieth century—sehimeKRouge,
who exercised leadership from 1975 to 1979, are still at large and shamesiegity for
the monstrous human rights abuses committed during this period. We mustmotipeer
death of the most notorious of the Khmer Rouge leaders to deter us from thg equal
important task of bringing these others to justice.

President William Clinton, April 16, 199814



PART Il

United States Use of Weapons of Mass Destruction

CHAPTER 11 : Bombings

It is a scandal in contemporary international law, don't forget, that wirdetbn
destruction of towns, cities and villages" is a war crime of long standing, tieirtogp of
cities from airplanes goes not only unpunished but virtually unaccused. Air bondseardm
is state terrorism, the terrorism of the rich. It has burned up and bé&stednore
innocents in the past six decades than have all the antistate terroristgawiceel.
Something has benumbed our consciousness against this reality. In the Ungedv8tat
would not consider for the presidency a man who had once thrown a bomb into a
crowded restaurant, but we are happy to elect a man who once dropped bombs from
airplanes that destroyed not only restaurants but the buildings that containexhthéra
neighborhoods that surrounded them. | went to Iraq after the Gulf War and saw for
myself what the bombs did; "wanton destruction” is just the term for it.

C. Douglas Lummis, political scientist 1

The above was written in 1994, before the wanton destruction begot by the bombing of
Yugoslavia, the latest in a long list of countries the United States hasabded since
the end of World War I, which is presented below.

There appears to be something about launching bombs or missiles from afatiesto c
and people that appeals to American military and political leaders. Irt pag i0 do

with a conscious desire to not risk American lives in ground combat. And in padpperh
not entirely conscious, it has to do with not wishing to look upon the gory remains of the
victims, allowing American Gls and TV viewers at home to cling to theimrfazzy

feelings about themselves and their government.

Washington officials are careful to distinguish between the explosivesSiuedps from
the sky and "weapons of mass destruc-tion" (WMD), which only the offiail@signated
enemies (ODE) are depraved enough to use. The US government speaks sternly of
WMD, defining them as nuclear, chemical and biological in nature, and "indisatet
(meaning their use can't be limited to military objectives), as opposed to theflike
American "precision"” cruise missiles. This is indeed a shaky semagtio ktand on,



given the well-known extremely extensive damage to non-military targetsding|
numerous residences, schools and hospitals, in the bomb-ings of Iraq and Yudpslavia
American "smart" bombs.

Moreover, Washington does not apply the term "weapons of mass destructitherto o
weapons the US has regularly used, such as landmines and cluster (anti-personne
bombs, which are highly indiscriminate.

WMD are sometimes further defined as those whose effects lingex antzironment,
causing subsequent harm to people. This would certainly apply to landmines, cluste
bombs and depleted uranium weapons, the latter remaining dangerously radaftative
exploding. It would apply less to "conventional" bombs, but even with those there are
unexploded bombs lying around, and the danger of damaged buildings later collapsing.
But more important, it seems highly self-serving and specious, not to mention
exceptionally difficult, to try to paint a human face on a Tomahawk cruiselenigsose
payload of a thousand pounds of TNT crashes into the center of a densely-pogtyate
often with depleted uranium in its warhead.

A terrorist is someone who has a bomb but doesn't have an air force

China 1945-46
Korea and China 1950-53 (Korean War)
Guatemala 1954
Indonesia 1958
Cuba 1959-1961
Guatemala 1960
Congo 1964

Peru 1965

Laos 1964-73
Vietnam 1961-73
Cambodia 1969-70
Guatemala 1967-69
Grenada 1983
Lebanon 1983, 1984 (both Lebanese and Syrian targets)
Libya 1986

El Salvador 1980s
Nicaragua 1980s
Iran 1987

Panama 1989

Iraq 1991

Kuwait 1991
Somalia 1993
Bosnia 1994, 1995
Sudan 1998
Afghanistan 1998
Yugoslavia 1999



Plus?

China, 1999—its heavily bombed embassy in Belgrade is legally Chinesayeaitd it
appears rather certain now that the bombing was no accident (see 2bapte

Bulgaria and Macedonia, 1999—both hit by US missiles during the bombing of
Yugoslavia.

Pakistan, 1998—at least one missile fell on it during the bombing of Afghanista
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, May 13, 1985—A bomb dropped by a police helicopter
burned down an entire block, some 60 homes destroyed, 11 dead, includingsseakra
children. The police, the mayor's office and the FBI were all involved in tlug &bf

evict a black organization called MOVE from the house they lived in.

Them other guys are really shocking

"We should expect conflicts in which adversaries, because of culturalieffiditferent
from our own, will resort to forms and levels of violence shocking to our senesgbt

Department of Defense, 1999 2
So is nature

What does the media call it when 10,000 persons in Central America die betause
hurricane? "A great human tragedy."

What does the Pentagon call it when 10,000 persons in Iraq die because oBAmeric
bombing attacks? "A medium case scenario."

This was the estimate made during an internal discussion in 1998 by high-ranking
Clinton administration officials on how to respond to Irag's balking at the extent and
nature of UN weapons inspections.3

The US vs. Osama bin Laden

Something fundamentally peculiar has happened when the US government files cruis
missiles at an individual, Osama bin Laden. When has a government everdieclare

on an individual?

The survivors

A study by the American Medical Association: "Psychiatric disorders amowiyars of
the Oklahoma City bombing":



Nearly half the bombing survivors studied had an active postdisaster psgahigrder,
and full criteria for PTSD [posttraumatic stress disorder] wazeby one third of the
survivors. PTSD symptoms were nearly universal, especially symptomisusive
reexperience and hyperarousal.4

Martin Kelly, publisher of a nonviolence website:

We never see the smoke and the fire, we never smell the blood, we nevernsgeitie
the eyes of the children, whose nightmares will now feature screanssges from

unseen terrorists, known only as Americans.

CHAPTER 12 : Depleted Uranium

H#he United States, wrote international environmental activist Dr. Helen Caldicott
several years ag@as conducted two nuclear wars. The first against Japan in 1945, the
second in Kuwait and Iraqg in 1991.

We can now add a third. Yugoslavia in 1999.

Depleted uranium (DU) is a by-product of the production of enriched fualfdear
reactors and weapons. It's used in the manufacture of armaments saudhastridges,
bombs, rockets and missiles.

Because DU is denser than steel, shells containing it are capable of dribreytArough
the strongest of tank armors. But depleted uranium does have a drawbsick—it'
radioactive. And like all heavy metals, uranium is chemically toxic. Upoacinpith a
target, DU aerosolizes into a fine mist of particles, which can laedtor ingested and
then trapped in the lungs, the kidneys or elsewhere in the body. This can lead to lung
cancer, bone cancer, kidney disease, genetic defects and other seriaas pnebliems.

Or a person can be hit by DU shrapnel, and have a chunk of radioactivemfetatied

in their insides. One atomic scientist has asserted that DU patticde into the air by
the round's impact, or by resultant fires and explosions, can be carriadiho\or 25
miles or more.1

In the Gulf War, countless Iragi and American soldiers breathed in theyd@ddiust,

the product of tens of thousands of DU rounds fired by US aircraft and tanks. A study by
the Operation Desert Shield/Desert Storm Association revealeduhet 10,051 Gulf

War veterans who have reported mysterious illnesses, 82 percent had eaptueed

enemy vehicles, the main targets of DU weapons.

They did so in full innocence of even the existence of DU, let alone its danger.2



In 1991, a report of the United Kingdom Atomic Energy Authority warned thag thias
enough DU radioactive and toxic rubble left behind in Kuwait and southern Iragge c
500,000 deaths through increased cancer rates. This is not a realisticioalteause
for it to happen all the DU munitions would have to be pulverized into dust and half a
million people would have to line up in the desert and inhale equal quantitigheBatt
remains that the DU debris was left lying there, in various states of smasibj@ot $0
any mishap, and with surface radioactivity that will last forever. MomredvieU gets

into the food chain or water, the potential health problems will be multilied

And now it may well be in the soil, the ground water, the air and the lungs of Yugoslavi

In 1995, Iraqi health officials reported alarmingly high increases in rare andwnkno
diseases, primarily in children, and presented a study of this state of &dfthe United
Nations. The increases occurred in leukemia, carcinoma, canceeslahghand

digestive system, late'term miscarriages, congenital diseases, fardities in fetuses,

such as anencephaly (absence of a brain), and fused fingers and toes, not unlike those
found in the babies of Gulf War veterans. The Austrian president of thedtberad

Yellow Cross, Dr. Siegwart Gunther, stated that there was one signifmamon
denominator: the allies' use of depleted uranium in the bombing of Irag.4

In Scotland as well, DU has been linked to a leukemia cluster around the Ministry of
Defense firing range at Dundrennan, near the Solway Firth. Communitiesaclbse
range, where 7,000 shells have been tested since 1983, reportedly show e dighe
of childhood leukemia in the UK.5

Victims at home

The United States radiates and poisons its own as well. In training exeDdises
dropped on the island of San Clemente off the California coast, and perhaps onlyeon som
future day will we realize what the effects were of what dtitieross to the mainland by
air and sea. That island is at least uninhabited, unlike the island of Viedeeasrto

Rico, where over 9,000 American citizens dwell They've had to enduosthit years

of aerial target practice and war games, including the dropping of napalm,racdnn
years, depleted uranium shells. Puerto Rican activists claim that Viegsibecome
contaminated with radioactivity, which contributes to a cancer rate amengjdand's
inhabitants that is twice the national average. Studies have in fact showietias'
cancer rate is by far the highest of any of Puerto Rico's 78 municipéliMoreover, the
island's drinking water has reportedly been contaminated by the chemical soag fiyr
the myriad pieces of ordnance that have fallen from the sky over the geargian
security guard was killed and four others were wounded in April 1999 by a bomb that
missed its mark by three miles; the landscape is littered with bochbheell casings,
including some that the US Navy warns are still live; a container wige timexploded
anti-tank rockets (presumably DU-tipped) was found in a civilian settt®97; and,
amongst other mishaps, four years earlier five 500-pound bombs were dropped, and
exploded, one-and-a-half miles from civilian homes.7



In response to rising protests, US military officials told memberseoPtlerto Rico

Senate that they couldn't conduct the exercises on the US East Coaselpagaulation
centers were too close. For obvious reasons, this remark served only to increage the r
of many in the country.8 President Clinton, however, showed a bit moig\sgnsie
announced that the Navy will abandon the Vieques bombing range. Within five years.9
Subsequently, Washington offered $40 million in aid to the island, and a further $50
million if the people, in a scheduled referendum, would vote, in effect, to stop putting
their health and safety ahead of "national security".

And while we were all quietly and unconsciously living our lives these pastiedhe
military-industrial complex was quietly paying off members of Congresstate
legislatures, and anyone else who could wink and nod, to allow the acquisition of large
tracts of public land, primarily in western states, and permit end-ronsdexisting
environmental and other laws, as well as pesky environmental actinstse fiundreds

of thousands of acres were then turned into depleted-uranium-weapons testing grounds
California, Nevada, Washington, New Mexico and other states.

In New Mexico, open-air testing of DU has been going on in some parts sincd®850
Alamos National Laboratory, White Sands Missile Range, New Mexicautestf

Mining and Technology in Socorro, Sandia National Laboratories in Albuquerque—these
are some of the famous institutions that blast DU munitions into mountainsignd s
contaminating the ground, water and air; at the same time, using their notdecabke
influence to convince the state's citizens that—even though they adnuttiaenaa-
tion—radiation levels are no more than the proverbial "background level”, on\EEA
safety levels, etc. As the old saying goes, just don't breathe the air or dnmkténeAnd

don't raise your babies anywhere nearby.

In Socorro, the residents did not know until 1986 that DU testing had been taking place
since 1972 less than two miles from the town square, which is downwindHeom t
proving grounds. Over the years, there have been a few scattered surveysdatabne
evidence of a high incidence of the congenital birth defect hydrocephalus, paathe

1999 saw an increasing movement of Socorro citizens demanding broad epidemdiologic
and contamination surveys of the area.10

In April 1995, French general and military author Pierre-Mariedgabfibserved, "If we
equip these tanks with these sorts of munitions [DU], that means thatehenclear
war is morally allowable."11 And legally allowable as well, perhagsmuch as the
United States is establishing precedents, albeit by the law of force tethehé force of
law, as well as facilitating other prec-edents—Washington is doing a thrivingelsasi
selling DU. As of late 1996, the Pentagon had already sold DU ammunition tanthai
Taiwan, Bahrain, Israel, Saudi Arabia, Greece, Korea, Turkey, Kuwait and other
countries.12



CHAPTER 13 : Cluster Bombs

The Pentagon puts them in the category of "combined effects munition." The
manufacturer describes them as an "all-purpose, air-deliveredrolesipons system."
Human rights and anti-landmine campaigners say that cluster bombsliaogiminate
weapons of mass destruction, and they have requested that they be placed/explicitl
the Geneva Convention list of banned weapons.

Cluster bombs are ingeniously designed. After being dropped from a plane,\tie hea
weapon breaks open in midair, scattering 200 or more "bomblets”, the sze@aoans.

The bomblets then explode, shooting out hundreds of high-velocity shards of jagged steel
shrapnel, saturating a very wide area. One description of cluster baysb&rey can

spray incendiary material to start fires, chunks of molten metat#imapierce tanks and

other armor, or shrapnel that can slice with ease through 1/4-inch plate—amn Aash

and bone."1

The yellow bomblets are aided by little parachutes which slow down theerdest
disperse them so they hit plenty of what the manufacturer calls "softstanget
people—military or civilian.

According to the Defense Department, US warplanes dropped 1,100 cluster bombs upon
Yugoslavia in 1999, each carrying 202 bomblets. Thus, 222,200 of these weapons were
propelled across the land. With a stated failure rate of 5 percent (eflogts claim rates

of 10 to 30 percent), this means that about 11,110 cluster bomblets whnadef
unexploded 2, ready to detonate on contact, in effect becoming landmines. Some
members of the US military oppose signing the International Treaty Banningéhe U
Production, Stockpiling and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Landmines becausedtyes
definition of land mines is broad enough to cover cluster bombs. Under the treaty, a
anti-personnel mine is one "designed to be exploded by the presence, proximity or
contact of a person and that will incapacitate, injure or kill one or more pérstumsan-
rights activists argue that since manufacturers of cluster bomhsataltdud rates” into

their design, the bombs can be included under the definition.3 The treaty entered int
force on March 1, 1999 without the United States being a signatory.

Unexploded bomblets are even more of a concern than regular landminesebeca

children in particular are drawn to the colorful devices with the littagrautes. (On

April 24, 1999, even before the bombing of Yugoslavia had come to an end, five young
brothers playing with an unexploded cluster bomb were killed, and two cousins were
severely injured, near Doganovic in southern Kosovo.4) Landmines aréy uaigatiown

in more or less expected places, whereas unexploded bomblets can wind up in the back
yards of homes, school playgrounds, anywhere. Moreover, the laying down of landmines
is often tracked or mapped, the fields marked; not so with unexploded clustaetsom
Some of them are designed to self-destruct after a set time period)diber any of

those scattered about Yugoslavia are of this type has not been reported. In anji@vent, t



Landmine Treaty does not recognize the distinction between "smart" and "dumb"
landmines.

When the bombing ended in June 1999, many areas of villages were leftyirtual
uninhabitable, in desperate need of explosive experts who could find and ind¢apkcita
the volatile live remnants. This will hinder agricultural and econonfiabiitation well
into the future. Shortly after the end of the bombing, as people began to retweim to t

villages and farms, more incidents involving the unexploded devices occurredjngcl
one in which two British peacekeeping soldiers and three Albanians lost theinlaves

Kosovo village.5

The words of a Yugoslav orthopedist: "Neither | nor my colleagues have eunesisde

horrific wounds as those caused by cluster bombs. They are wounds that lead
disabilities to a great extent. The limbs are so crushed that the only megnation is

amputation. It's awful, awful."6

Unexploded ordnance-—mainly cluster bombs—is still killing and maiming people in
Laos a generation after the massive US carpet-bombing of 1965-73stimated that

up to 30 percent of the two million tons of bombs dropped by the United States failed to
explode, and there have been 11,000 accidents so far. "More than half of the dietim
almost immediately following the accident. If the victim survives, the exgtositen

causes severe wounding and trauma, especially to the upper half of the bodypnamvie
and Cambodia harbor similar dangers. As does the Persian Gulf. A 1999 Rightn
Watch report says that of an estimated 24 to 30 million bomblets droppad theiGulf
War, between 1.2 and 1.5 million did not explode, leading so far to 1,220 Kumgiiti a

400 Iraqi civilian deaths.8

The effects of the unexploded munitions from the bombing of Yugoslavia haled:a
beyond that country's borders. Two months after the war's end, 161 explosiwsdevic
including 97 bomblets, had been recovered by NATO minesweepers in tadA8ea.
The munitions caused deaths and injuries to Italian fishermen and costtlo¢herajority
of their year's profits. A fishing ban was imposed in the Adriatic to allovesweepers

to collect more of the devices. In addition, tourists abandoned the beaches along the
Adriatic coast during the summertime for fear of encountering unexploded Bombs

Meanwhile, the Pentagon is working on the development of newer and better cluster
bombs—higher-tech, heat-seeking, spraying super-hot shrapnel, producing greater
lethality...cluster bombs suitable for the new millennium. America deseothing less.

CHAPTER 14 : United States Use of Chemical and Blogical Weapons
Abroad

Poison gas and germ weapons turn civilization on its head. Diseases are not fought, but
carefully cultivated; doctors use their knowledge of the functions of therhbody to



devise ever more effective means of halting those functions; agralidts deliberately
induce fungi and develop crop destroyers...Modern nerve gases were origiaghede
to help mankind by killing beetles and lice: now, in the hands of the military, they are,
literally, insecticides for people. Chemical and biological warfas@ne writer has put

it, iIs "public health in reverse".1

Bahama Islands

From the late 1940s to sometime in the 1950s, a joint US-Canadian-
British team sprayed bacteria known to be dangerous in this area

of the Caribbean. Thousands of animals died as a result of the tests.
It is not known whether there were any human victims. Details of
the tests are still classified.2

Canada

In 1953, the US Army used air blowers atop trucks to disseminate potentiadjgrdas
zinc cadmium sulfide through the city of Winnipeg as part of its chenmchbilogical
weapons tests.3

China and Korea

In the early part of 1952, during the Korean War (1950-53), the Chinese dldiatg¢he
United States was dropping quantities of bacteria, insects, feathersndesaipnal and

fish parts and many other strange objects that carried disease, oveaKereatheast
China. The Chinese government declared that there had been casndlgesk deaths
from plague, anthrax and encephalitis, amongst other diseases. They took testomony f
some 36 captured American airmen who had purportedly flown the plamethevit

deadly cargo, and published 25 of these accounts. Many of the men went intomeakim
detail about the entire operation: the kinds of bombs and other containersditbepe
types of insects, the diseases they carried, etc. Photographs of the altegbdmbés

and insects were also published. Then, in August, an "International Scientifini@ee"
was appointed, composed of scientists from Sweden, France, Great BatgjrBrazil

and the Soviet Union. After an investigation in China of more than two months, the
committee produced a report of some 600 pages, many photos, and thescomitha:
"The peoples of Korea and China have indeed been the objectives of bacteriological
weapons. These have been employed by units of the U.S.A. armed forces, usihg a grea
variety of different methods for the purpose.”

However, some of the American airmen's statements contained bdechaical
biological information and were so full of communist rhetoric—"impetiatiapitalist
Wall Street war monger" and the like—that their personal authorship abteengnts
must be seriously questioned. Moreover, it was later learned that mosaoftlea had



confessed only after being subjected to great mental and physical duresseasticatd
case of a beating. And some did not necessarily know what they were dropping in their
supposed explosive or leaflet bombs. When the pilots came home after theewyar, t
retracted their confessions, but that was under threat of court meweal "charges of
treason”, said the US Attorney General, and other threatened punishments#tin sh
great mental duress.4

It should be noted that it was revealed in 1979 that the US Army had experimehiad wit
the United States with the use of turkey feathers to conduct biologicalre.arf

Moreover, in December 1951, the US Secretary of Defense had orderé&tthalt
readiness be achieved in the earliest practicable time" for offeng\a bslogical
weapons. Within weeks, the chief of staff of the Air Force reported that such tagsabil
"are rapidly materializing".6

The United States also dropped huge amounts of napalm on Korea, an average of 70,000
gallons daily in 1952.7

And in 1980 it was disclosed for the first time that during the 1967-69 periodStead
sprayed Agent Orange over 23,607 acres of the southern boundary of the demilitarized
zone between North and South Korea, in order to strip vegetation and discourdge Nort
Korean infiltration.8

Vietnam

For about a decade beginning in the early 1960s, the United States sprayed tens of
thousands of tons of herbicides over three million acres of South Vietnam|(as

parts of Laos and Cambodia) to wipe out the foliage used as a cover by the addmy a
destroy crops. The herbicides, particularly the extensively-used AganyQrpolluted
Vietnam with some five hundred pounds of dioxin, a nearly indestructible pollb&nt t
is regarded as one of the most toxic substances in the world—at least &s togrve

gas, and highly carcinogenic. Amongst other health effects associateckmpotuee to
dioxin are metabolic disorders, immunological abnormali-ties, reproductive
abnormalities, and neuro-psychiatric disorders.9 Three ounces in theswapéyr is
thought to be enough to wipe out the population of New York.10

As many as two million people were affected by these poisons in Vietnaddition to

many thousands of American soldiers). There have been reports of high levels of birth
defects in areas which were saturated with Agent Orange, and thervigowarnment
estimates that the various chemicals have contributed to birth defects in 500,000
children, although this has not been documented.11 No compensation has everdbeen pai
by the United States to the Viethamese people or government for any damaajéhto he

In addition, the US Army employed CS, DM and CN gases, which, Washington officials
insisted, did not constitute "gas warfare". They designated these gdges@mtrol”



agents. The Army pumped CS gas—a violent purgative that causes uncontroliable vo
iting—into Vietnamese tunnels and caves, causing many Vietcong to choke to death on
their own vomit in the confined spaces.12 The North Vietnamese branch of the
International Red Cross and other international sources reported numerous deaths
amongst women and children from these gases, as well as injuries sudngyedeye-
balls, blistered faces and scorched and erupted skin.13 US Deputy SecretafignseD
Cyrus Vance admitted that cyanide and arsenic compounds were being ugdidlds w
Other harmful chemicals employed by the US in Vietham were napalm anithalaple

flame throwers.

Laos

In September 1970, American forces in Laos, acting under Operatiannbaiused
aerosolized sarin nerve gas (referred to also as CBU-15 or GBRiparp their entry in
an attack upon a Laotian village base camp, with the object of killing a number of
American military defectors who were reported to be there. The operaticegesied in
killing in excess of 100 people, military and civilian, including at least tweAcans.
How many died before the attack from the gas and how many from the af&tlsinot
known.

Sarin, which was developed in Germany in the 1930s, can kill within minuées aft
inhalation of its vapor. A tiny drop of it on the skin will do the same; it may even
penetrate ordinary clothing. It works by inhibiting an enzyme needed to controkemuscl
movements. Without the enzyme, the body has no means of stopping the activa-tion of
muscles, and any physical horror is possible.

When the invading Americans were making their getaway, they were confronted by a
superior force of North Vietnamese and com-munist Pathet Lao soldierdnidrecans

called for help from the air. Very shortly, US planes were overhead dropgmnigters of

sarin upon the enemy. As the canisters exploded, a wet fog enveloped the enensy soldier
who dropped to the ground, vomiting and convulsing. Some of the gas spread towards the
Americans, not all of whom were adequately protected. Some beganngowdtiently.

Today, one of them suffers from creeping paralysis, which his doctor diagsasewve-

gas damage.15

This story was reported on June 7, 1998, on the TV program "NewsStand& CNN
Time", and featured Admiral Thomas Moorer, who had been Chairman of tite Joi
Chiefs of Staff in 1970, as well as lesser military personnel, both on aodmoéra, who
corroborated the incidents described above.

Then all hell broke loose. This was a story too much in conflict—painfothasith
American schoolbooks, Reader's Digest, the flag, apple pie and mom. ltmageda
control time. The big guns were called out—Henry Kissinger, Colin Powell, (et
veterans, the journalistic elite, the Pentagon itself. The story was wrongg.abs
slanderous, they all cried. CNN retracted, Moorer retracted, thesshowducers were
fired...lawsuits all over the place...16



Like the dissidents who became "non-persons" under Stalin, Operation Taswiad i
officially a "non-event".

Notwithstanding this, the program's producers, April Oliver and Jack Smittggmther
a 77-page document supporting their side of the story, with actual testoymonyitary
personnel confirming the use of the nerve gas.17

Panama

From the 1940s to the 1990s, the United States used various parts of Rareataeating
ground for all manner of chemical weapons, including mustard gas, VX, sarin, hydroge
cyanide and other nerve agents, in such forms as mines, rockets angehadigs tens

of thousands of chemical munitions in total. Some of the earlier testdi$Eoops as
guinea pigs, with horrific results for some of the soldiers. When the Utanyiiacated
Panama at the end of 1999, it left behind many sites containing chemical and
conventional weapons residue, including numerous chemical weapons (dropped from
planes) which failed to detonate. Since 1979, 21 Panamanians have died fd@ntacc
with unexploded conventional weapons.18

The US military also conducted secret tests of Agent Orange and othereidgides

in Panama during the 1960s and 1970s, potentially exposing many civilians aagymilit
personnel to these lethal chemicals. Hundreds of drums of dioxin-containing Age
Orange were shipped to Panama. Spraying was carried out in jungle areas and nea
popular outdoor sites in an effort to simulate the tropical battlefiglditons of
Southeast Asia.19

During the invasion of Panama in December 1989 it was reported that the semi
mountainous village of Pacora, near Panama City, was bombed with a dhemica
substance by helicopters and aircraft from the US Southern Command in Panama.
Residents complained to human-rights organizations and the press that thecasbs
burned their skin, producing intense stinging and diarrhea. The bombing may have been
carried out to keep the villagers from offering any assistance to ti@erRaian soldiers

who were camped in the nearby mountains.20 What the long-term effectbétheal
exposure have been are not known.

Cuba

1) In August 1962, a British freighter under Soviet lease, having damagedoi&ti@ron

a reef, crept into the harbor at San Juan, Puerto Rico for repairs. It was bouSd¥ota
port with 80,000 bags of Cuban sugar. The ship was put into dry dock and 14,135 sacks
of sugar were unloaded to a warehouse to facilitate the repairs. Withewarehouse,

the sugar was contaminated by CIA agents with a substance that was allegatdghar

but unpalatable. When President Kennedy learned of the operation he was furious
because it had taken place in US territory and if discovered could provide the Soviet



Union with a propaganda field day and set a terrible precedent for cheaiicaage in

the Cold War. He directed that the sugar not be returned to the Russians, althaugh wha
explanation was given to them is not publicly known.21 Similar undertakings were
apparently not canceled. A CIA official, who helped direct worldwide sabethoes

against Cuba, later revealed that "There was lots of sugar being sentoGuba, and

we were putting a lot of contaminants in it."22

2) The same year, a Canadian agricultural technician working as an advigeCtdtn
government was paid $5,000 by "an American military intelligence agemtfeitt i

Cuban turkeys with a virus which would produce the fatal Newcastle disease.
Subsequently, 8,000 turkeys died. The technician later claimed that although hernad be
to the farm where the turkeys had died, he had not actually administered theuwirus

had instead pocketed the money, and that the turkeys had died from neglect and other
causes unrelated to the virus. This may have been a self-serving stateraent. Th
Washington Post reported that "According to U.S. intelligence reports, the Gubaas
some Americans—believe the turkeys died as the result of espionage."23

3) According to a participant in the project:

During 1969 and 1970, the CIA deployed futuristic weather modification temim &b
ravage Cuba's sugar crop and undermine the economy. Planes from the Chinauake N
Weapons Center in the California desert, where high tech was developelvoteesf
island, seeding rain clouds with crystals that precipitated torrentisl oaer non-
agricultural areas and left the cane fields arid (the downpours causeddslitefloods in
some areas).24

This said, it must be pointed out while it's not terribly surprising that then®#ld have
attempted such a thing, it's highly unlikely that it would have succeeded excejttlar
great stroke of luck; i.e., heavy rains occurring at just the right time.

4) In 1971, also according to participants, the CIA turned over to Cuban exiles a vi
which causes African swine fever. Six weeks later, an outbreak of the dis€adea
forced the slaughter of 500,000 pigs to prevent a nationwide animal epidemic. The
outbreak, the first ever in the Western hemisphere, was called the larashg event"
of the year by the United Nations Food and Agricultural Organization.25

5) Ten years later, the target may well have been human beings, as anepidkEngue
hemorrhagic fever (DHF) swept across the island. Transmitted by blood-ees@tts,
usually mosquitos, the disease produces severe flu-like symptoms goakitatang

bone pain. Between May and October 1981, over 300,000 cases were repottied in C
with 158 fatalities, 101 of which were children under 15.26

The Center for Disease Control later reported that the appearance infGhisa
particular strain of dengue, DEN-2 from Southeast Asia, had causetsthadjor
epidemic of DHF ever in the Americas.27 Castro announced that Cuba had asked the



United States for a pesticide to help eradicate the fever-bearing noodguihad not
been given any.28

In 1956 and 1958, declassified documents have revealed, the US Army $oaaens of
specially bred mosquitos in Georgia and Florida to see whether disease-casgotg
could be weapons in a biological war. The mosquitos bred for the tests were efldge A
aegypti type, the precise carrier of dengue fever as well as othesedisth

In 1967 it was reported by Science magazine that at the US governmenitrcé&ioie

Detrick, Maryland, dengue fever was amongst those "diseases that ast Hideobjects

of considerable research and that appear to be among those regarded as potential BW
[biological warfare] agents."30 Then, in 1984, a Cuban exile on trialwn Yk on an

unrelated matter testified that in the latter part of 1980 a ship éxhir@m Florida to
Cuba with:

a mission to carry some germs to introduce them in Cuba to be used against the Soviets
and against the Cuban economy, to begin what was called chemical war, wéricimla
produced results that were not what we had expected, because we thoughtahat it w
going to be used against the Soviet forces, and it was used against our own people, and

with that we did not agree.31

It's not clear from the testimony whether the Cuban man thought that the \getra
somehow be able to confine their actions to only Russians, or whether he hadisledn
by the people behind the operation.

6) On a clear day, October 21, 1996, a Cuban pilot flying over Matanzaageovi
observed a plane releasing a mist of some substance about seven tumasd lbat to be

an American crop-duster plane operated by the US State Department, which had
permission to fly over Cuba on a trip to Colombia via Grand Cayman Island. Responding
to the Cuban pilot's report, the Cuban air controller asked the US pilot if he was having
any problem. The answer was "no". On December 18, Cuba observed thgrissifsa
plague of Thrips palmi, a plant-eating insect never before detected in Cudeerkly
damages practically all crops and is resistant to a number of gesti€iuba asked the

US for clarification of the October 21 incident. Seven weeks passed befddS replied
that the State Department pilot had emitted only smoke, in order to indicateatisrioc

to the Cuban pilot.32 By this time, the Thrips palmi had spread rapidly, affecting
beans, squash, cucumbers and other crops.

In response to a query, the Federal Aviation Administration stated thtihgmimoke to
indicate location is "not an FAA practice" and that it knew of "no regulatidimgdbr
this practice".33

In April 1997, Cuba presented a report to the United Nations which charge® tvehJ
"biological aggression” and provided a detailed description of the 1996 incidemigand t
subsequent controversy.34 In August, signatories of the Biological Weapons@Gamve
convened in Geneva to consider Cuba's charges and Washington's response. In



December, the committee reported that due to the "technical complexihg' ofdtter, it
had not proved possible to reach a definitive conclusion. There has not been any further
development on the issue since that time.35

The full extent of American chemical and biological warfare against Cubaewer be
known. Over the years, the Castro government has in fact blamed the Untiésdf@&ta
number of other plagues which afflicted various animals and crops.36 In 191y~ new

released CIA documents disclosed that the Agency "maintained a claadesitcrop
warfare research program targeted during the 1960s at a number ofesoilmtughout

the world."37
The US military abroad—a deadly toxic legacy

It's not quite chemical or biological weaponry, but it's toxic, it sickens anidsit IKs
what thousands of American military installations in every corner of thiel \{ftundreds
in Germany alone) have left behind: serious environmental damage. TheopdButi
remarkably widespread, the record too extensive to offer more than aeiaste h
such as this snippet from a lengthy piece in the Los Angeles Times:

U.S. military installations have polluted the drinking water of the Pacléndsof Guam,
poured tons of toxic chemicals into Subic Bay in the Philippines, leaked carcinogens
the water source of a German spa, spewed tons of sulfurous coal smoke sktod ot
Central Europe and pumped millions of gallons of raw sewage into the oceans.38

The military has done the same in the United States at countless istal&8

CHAPTER 15 : United States Use of Chemical anddgical Weapons at
Home

In a January 1999 interview, President Clinton said that what keeps hke sovae
nights is the fear of germ warfare.1 It is safe to say that he did not habeghement of
Defense or the CIA in mind as the purveyor of the source of his fear. Yetdalewades
these two institutions conducted tests in the open air in the United Statesngxp
millions of Americans to large clouds of possibly-dangerous bactediatzemical
particles. They did so without informing the potentially affected populations, without
taking any precautions to protect the health and safety of these people,tand wit
follow-up monitoring of the effects.

Government officials have consistently denied that the biological agentsasiel be
harmful despite a plentitude of expert and objective scientific evidencexipasure to
heavy concentrations of even apparently innocuous organisms can causedtliaes
minimum to the most vulnerable segments of the population—the elderly echddd
those suffering from a variety of ailments. "There is no such thingrasraorganism
that cannot cause trouble,” George Connell, assistant to the director of thes@ant



Disease Control and Prevention, testified before the Senate in 1977. "If yoa gghth
concentration at the right place, at the right time and in the right person, sagristhi
going to happen."2

The Army has acknowledged that between 1949 and 1969, 239 populated areas from
coast to coast were blanketed with various organisms during tests desigreststwan
patterns of dissemination in the air, weather effects, dosages, optimtempla of the

source and other factors. Testing over such areas was supposedly suspend8a8ft
but there is no way to be certain of this. In any event, open-air spraying eashénu

Dugway Proving Ground in Utah.3
Following is a small sample of the tests carried out in the 1949-69 period.

Watertown, NY area and Virgin Islands

1950: The Army used aircraft and homing pigeons to drop turkey feathers ditsted w
cereal rust spores to contaminate oat crops, to prove that a "cestegpidemic” could
be spread as a biological warfare weapon.4

San Francisco Bay Area

September 20-27,1950: Six experimental biological warfare attacks by tAenyS
from a ship, using Bacillus globigii and Serratia marcescens, at one point faclimgd
about two miles long as the ship traveled slowly along the shoreline of the bay. One of
the stated objectives of the exercise was to study "the offensive ptssioiiattacking
a seaport city with a BW [biological warfare] aerosol" from offsh¢eephasis added).
Beginning on September 29, patients at Stanford University's hospital in $&rs€oa
were found to be infected by Serratia marcescens. This type of infection hadeieve
been reported at the hospital. Eleven patients became infected, anddBeAdicording
to a report submitted to a Senate committee by a professor of microbiblbgyState
University of New York at Stony Brook: "an increase in the number of Serratia
marcescens can cause disease in a healthy person and...seriousriselageople."6

Between 1954 and 1967, other tests were carried out in the Bay Area,ngcodie
with a base of operations at Fort Cronkhite in Marin County.7

Minneapolis

1953: 61 releases of zinc cadmium sulfide in four sections of tharoiglving massive
exposure of people at home and children in school. The substance was lateed&scr

the EPA as "potentially hazardous because of its cadmium conteshél,farmer Army
scientist, writing in the professional journal Atmosphere Environment, in, 5ar@that
cadmium compounds, including zinc cadmium sulfide, are "highly toxic and the use of
them in open atmospheric experiments presents a human health hazardtedHthata

the symptoms produced by exposure to zinc cadmium sulfide include lung damage, acut
kidney inflammation and fatty degeneration of the liver.8



St. Louis

1953: 35 releases of zinc cadmium sulfide over residential, cosrahand downtown
areas, including the Medical Arts Building, which presumably contained a numbek of s
people whose illnesses could be aggravated by inhaling toxic particles.9

Washington, DC area

1953: Aerial spraying from a height of 75 feet of zinc cadmium sultatémed with
lycopodium spores. The areas sprayed included the Monocacy River Valley inmdaryla
and Leesburg, Virginia, 30 miles from the capital.10

In 1969, the Army conducted 115 open-air tests of zinc cadmium sulfat€ aedaridge,
Maryland.11

Earlier in the 1960s, the Army covertly disseminated a large numbectefiaan

Washington's National Airport to evaluate how easy it would be for an ergeny ta
scatter smallpox through the entire country by infecting air travelers. Theibat used,
Bacillus subtilis, is potentially harmful to the infirm and the elderly, whimsaune
system is impaired, and to those with cancer, heart disease or a hbstr @ilotents,
according to a professor of microbiology at the Georgetown University MedicaeC
A similar experiment was carried out at the Washington Greyhound busaérmi

Sometime during Richard Nixon's time in office (apparently 1969), the Army
"assassinated" him with germs via the White House air conditioningnsyis

And at a building used by the Food and Drug Administration, the Army surreptitiously
placed a (supposedly harmless) colored dye into the water system. Whethez a
suffered harm from drinking a certain quantity of that water is not known.13

Florida

1955: The CIA conducted at least one open-air test with whooping-cough baciand a

the Tampa Bay area. The number of whooping cough cases recorded in Floridd jumpe
from 339 and one death in 1954 to 1080 and 12 deaths in 1955. The Tampa Baysarea wa
one of three places that showed a sharp increase in 1955.14

Savannah, Georgia and Avon Park, Florida

1956-58: The Army, wishing to test "the practicality of employing Aedes aegypti
mosquitos to carry a BW agent”, released over wide areas hundreds of thousaotds, if
millions, of this mosquito, which can be a carrier of yellow fever and dengeg fath
highly dangerous diseases. The Army stated that the mosquitos were uninfected, but
prominent scientists said that, for several reasons, the experiment wathoat sk,



and was a "terrible idea".15 The actual effects upon the targeted populéitpmoably
never be known.

New York City

Feb. 11-15, 1956: A CIA-Army team sprayed New York streets and thardadind
Lincoln tunnels, using trick suitcases and a car with a dual muffler.16

June 6-10, 1966: The army report of this test was called "A Study of the &filrtgrof
Subway Passengers in New York City to Covert Attack with Biological Agents"
Trillions of Bacillus subtilis variant niger were released into thevsytsystem during
rush hours. One method was to use light bulbs filled with the bacteria; these w
unobtrusively shattered at sidewalk level on subway ventilating grills ordtosge the
roadbeds inside the stations. Aerosol clouds were momentarily visibla aéierase of
bacteria from the light bulbs. The report noted that "When the cloud engulfelé peop
they brushed their clothing, looked up at the grating apron and walked on."17 The wind
of passing trains spread the bacteria along the tracks; in the time fbtdolko trains to
pass, the bacteria were spread from 15th Street to 58th Streetill &dver be known
how many people later became ill from being unsuspecting guinea pigs, for ted Unit
States Army exhibited not the slightest interest in this question.

Chicago
1960s: The Chicago subway system was the scene of a similar Armynepieiio
Stockyards

November 1964 to January 1965: The Army conducted aerosol tests over stockyards in
Texas, Missouri, Minnesota, South Dakota, lowa and Nebraska, using "anti-animal
biological simulants”.20 It's not clear why stockyards were chosen, orefbet this

might have had upon the meat consumed by the public.

Nuremberg

The International Military Tribunal at Nuremberg, Germany, 1946-1949aledenany
details of the Nazi medical experiments on involuntary subjects, leading thes jlodg
formulate a set of principles that came to be called The Nuremberg Gadt=at, a bill
of rights for people selected for medical experimentation. The Codétefies states:
"The voluntary consent of the human subject is absolutely essential." Vetly sho
thereafter, the US Army-CIA testing program began, and although the testsfwe
course nowhere near as gruesome as those of the Nazis, and the subjectsisfihere
not humans as such, but rather the behavior of certain substances releaseat,iththe
fact remains that the testers knew that untold numbers of humans \weyeibectly
contaminated by the tests, and none of the reports of the tests mentions aoubrd ab
obtaining the consent of any of these humans. If the testers did not "know" that the
contaminating substances were potentially dangerous, it can only be becgubdrthe



investigate this question, which is the same as saying that they didn't know because the
didn't want to know.

Not to mention radiating the environment

During the period of 1948-1952, the government conducted many deliberatesaleas
radioactive material, mainly from airplanes, which carried ashnagclO miles over

populated areas, in order to study fallout patterns and the rate at whichtraitjoac
decayed, and to study the feasibility of creating "an offensive radiation warfar
device".21

And the face-to-face human experimentation

In terms of sheer numbers, there cannot be any parallel in all of history..ramgené
conducting innumerable medically dangerous and medically unethical experioneitg

own people. For decades after the end of World War Il, the US government cdnducte
experiments with literally millions of human subjects, both civilian husrend military
humans, for the purpose of measuring the effects upon them of: a) sundry chemical and
biological materials, including nerve agents; b) nuclear radiation, includiecfimmg

many with plutonium; c) a host of mind-control drugs: LSD and other hal-lucinogens,
well as assorted other exotic chemical concoctions.22

For the human experimentation, the various government agencies appear tioosave c
as their subjects primarily those who had the least political clout, suehvasesen and
-women, conscientious objectors, prison inmates, blacks, the poor, the retaeded, t
elderly, the young, mental patients...

"It's a little cocktail. It'll make you feel better," Helen Hutchiseoalled the doctor

telling her in July 1946, during a visit to the Vanderbilt University Hospital Pagnat
Clinic. It didn't make her feel better at all. It contained radioadtore She was one of

829 women to receive various doses of the potion over a two-year period. Both
Hutchison and the daughter she carried went on to suffer a lifetime jes@dments.
Hutchison's hair fell out at one point, she suffers from pernicious anardiaha is

highly sensitive to sunlight. Her daughter, now grown, suffers from an immune system
disorder and skin cancer.23

By 1999, perhaps the American public had learned something. When it wasedigblais
the federal government's Los Alamos National Laboratory in New Mexiongthto
release a strain of bacteria into the atmosphere to test new bie@aggtactors, the
public outcry was such that the test was canceled. At a public hearing aieasihgtthe
public's fear, a Santa Fe resident asked a Laboratory representatitve stfsafe, why
don't you release it into the office of someone in Washington, DC?"24

A final thought...What if?



On June 9, 1969, Dr. Donald M. MacArthur, Deputy Director, Research and Engipeerin
Department of Defense, testified before Congress.

Within the next 5 to 10 years, it would probably be possible to make a new infective
microorganism which could differ in certain important aspects from any knaseash-
causing organisms. Most important of these is that it might be refrgrtaistant] to the
immunological and therapeutic processes upon which we depend to maintain o relat
freedom from infectious disease.25

CHAPTER 16 : Encouragement of the Use of CBW by Otr Nations

Egypt

It was reported in 1969 that for some years the US Army had been imgjricciign
specialists in chemical and biological warfare. A total of 550 foreignems 36 nations,
including Egypt, Israel, Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, Yugoslavia and South
Vietnam, had taken courses at the Army's Chemical School at Ft. NocClelabama.
The Egyptian specialists reportedly used their new American know-how tplaalghe
poison-gas attacks upon Yemen in 1967. The International Red Crosviatie
Egyptian pilots dropped canisters of poison gases from planes over Yemen.
Subsequently, the US Defense Intelligence Agency also confirmed adhie 50
villagers gagged, coughed and bled to death.1

South Africa

According to testimony before the Truth and Reconciliation Commission in 1898, t
United States encouraged South Africa's apartheid regime to develop a Gg\ahpr

that was aimed at the country's black population. Dr. Wouter Basson, the South Africa
general who headed the project from its inception in 1981, testified freea hetmade

of a meeting with US Maj. Gen. William Augerson: "He [Augerson] fdes themical
warfare is an ideal strategic weapon because infrastructure isvecksegether with
facilities, and only living people are killed. The warm climate of Afiscaleal for this

type of weapon because the diffusion of the poison is better and the absorption is
increased by perspiration and increased blood flow in the persons who are fargets."

South Africa's CBW program did in fact work on a number of projects that echoed US
programs: using black soldiers as guinea pigs for experimental drugs; develaping a t
to cause a heart attack, which would appear to be the "natural" causehof de
contaminating drinking water with disease pathogens; using a variety of poisosess ga
to paralyze and kill opponents in South Africa and neighboring states.3

Iraq



In his January 1998 State of the Union address, President Clinton spoke of how we must
"confront the new hazards of chemical and biological weapons, and the outlaw states,
terrorists and organized criminals seeking to acquire them." Hgaiastilraq for

"develop-ing nuclear, chemical and biological weapons" and called fomgtsteaing of

the Biological Weapons Convention. Who among his listeners knew, who among the
media reported, that the United States had been the supplier to Iraq of mucbkaofrtdee
biological materials Saddam Hussein's scientists required to crealegidal warfare
program?

According to reports of a US Senate Committee in 1994, from 1985, if niatrearl
through 1989, a veritable witch's brew of biologi-cal materials wperéad to Iraq by
private American suppliers pursuant to application and licensing by the US Dagartme

of Commerce. Amongst these materials, which often produce slow, agoniaihg,de
were:

Bacillus anthrads, cause of anthrax.
Clostridium botulinum, a source of botulinum toxin.

Histoplasma capsulatam, cause of a disease attacking lungs, brain, apirsaddheart.
Brucella melitensis, a bacteria that can damage major organs.

Clostridium perfringens, a highly toxic bacteria causing systemic illness.
Clostridium tetani, highly toxigenic.

Also, Escherichia coli (E.coli); genetic materials; human and balcBXA. Dozens of
other pathogenic biological agents were shipped to Iraq during the 1980s. The Senate
report pointed out that "These biological materials were not attenoiateebkened and
were capable of reproduction.”

"It was later learned," the committee stated, "that these rorganisms exported by the
United States were identical to those the United Nations inspectors fodmemoved
from the Iraqi biological warfare program.”

The report noted further that US exports to Iraq included the precursors tic@hem
warfare agents, plans for chemical and biological warfare productibitidacand
chemical-warhead filling equipment.

These exports continued to at least November 28, 1989 despite the faetqetd been
reported to be engaging in chemical warfare and possibly biological wagtirsa
Iranians, Kurds and Shiites since the early 1980s as part of its waramith |
Presumably, Irag's use of these weapons against Iran is what Washingtdadcewmerdd
happen.

Hypocrisy of this magnitude has to be respected

For the better part of six years, 1992-98, following the Gulf War, the UnitgdsS
acting through the United Nations, forced Iraqg to open up its country to inspection for
"weapons of mass destruction"—no building or structure was exempted. The @fishes



the Iragi govern-ment to place certain sites off limits were dismimsedf hand by US
officials and the American media, who had a lot of fun with the issue. "What does
Saddam have to hide?" was the prevailing attitude.

Then, in May 1997, the US Senate passed an act to implement the "Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons
and on Their Destruction” ['Chemical Convention"], an international treatyhwiad

been ratified by more than 100 nations in its four-year life. But the Senatednsis
adding an amendment before it would ratify the Convention.

The Senate amendment, Section 307, stipulates that "the Presidesieémyagy request to
inspect any facility in the United States in cases where the Predetentnines that the
inspection may pose a threat to the national security interests of the Uatiesl'St

Saddam Hussein had asked for no more than this for Iraqg.

It can be surmised that under the Senate amendment the White Housgoesita

would be off limits, as Saddam had insisted his presidential palaces shoasdnme] as
the military unit responsible for his personal security, which an Amedokonel had

demanded to inspect.

Moreover, we now know that in closing off certain places to the inspectors, Saddam
not being entirely paranoid or arbitrary, inasmuch as it was later revibalkefor some
time the United States had been supplying certain inspectors with the rhp&rging
recording devices wherever they could gain access.

It may be further relevant that a detailed study of the first one-dnadfgtears of the
Chemical Convention's life has shown that Washington's record in complyimgheit
Convention has been remarkably dismal, setting a rather bad example foratities.5

PART IIl : A Rogue State versus the World

CHAPTER 17 : A Concise History of United Statesl@ll Interventions,
1945 to the Present

Presented here is the most extensive compilation ever of serious podtWWhmrll
American interventions into the life of other nations, covering many nas@sdhan
found in the author's book, Killing Hope: U.S. Military and CIA Interventions Since



World War 11 (Please see this book for further details of some of tineeinte®ns and
for sources not indicated below.)

The Roman Empire

There was no comer of the known world where some interest was not allegdd to be
danger or under actual attack. If the interests were not Roman, theyhese of Rome's

allies; and if Rome had no allies, the allies would be invented. When it tedy ut
impossible to contrive such an interest—why, then it was the national honor that had
been insulted. The fight was always invested with an aura of legality. Rosnewasy's
being attacked by evil-minded neighbors...The whole world was pervaded by a host of
enemies, it was manifestly Rome's duty to guard against their indubitablysaggres

designs...Even less than in the cases that have already been discussed, eapiibeatt
made here to comprehend these wars of conquest from the point of view of concrete

objectives. Here there was neither a warrior nation in our sense, norpieginaing, a
military despotism or an aristocracy of specifically military origota Thus there is but
one way to an understanding: scrutiny of domestic class interests, the question of who
stood to gain.

Joseph Schumpeter, 1919 1

America is today the leader of a world-wide anti-revolutionary movemehteidefense
of vested interests. She now stands for what Rome stood for. Rome culysiste
supported the rich against the poor in all foreign communities that fell undevdngr s
and, since the poor, so far, have always and everywhere been far moreusitnan the
rich, Rome's policy made for inequality, for injustice, and for the least haspoii¢he
greatest number.

Arnold Toynbee, 1961 2

The American Empire:

COMING SOON TO A COUNTRY NEAR YOU

China, 1945-51

At the close of World War I, the US intervened in a civil war, taking ithe ef Chiang
Kai-shek's Nationalists against Mao Tse-tung's Communists, even thauigitér had

been a much closer ally of the United States in the war. To compound theh®hs

used defeated Japanese soldiers to fight for its side. After their ohel€9, many
Nationalist soldiers took refuge in northern Burma, where the CIA regrobped t

brought in other recruits from elsewhere in Asia, and provided a large supply of heavy
arms and planes. During the early 1950s, this army proceeded to carry out a number of



incursions into China, involving at times thousands of troops, accompanied by CIA
advisers (some of whom were killed), and supplied by air drops from Aangulanes.

France, 1947

Communist Party members had fought in the wartime resistance, unkieater

French who had collaborated with the Germans. After the war the Comnfohised

the legal path to form strong labor unions and vie for political office. But the United
States was determined to deny them their place at the table, pastisinad some

unions were taking steps to impede the flow of arms to French forces seeking to
reconquer their former colony of Vietnam with US aid. The US funneled very larg
amounts of money to the Socialist Party, the Communists' chiefsesatijn American
Federation of Labor (AFL) experts to subvert the CP's union dominance and scydust
from Italy; supplied arms and money to Corsican gangs to break up Communist strike
burn down party offices and beat up and murder party members and stekeig; &
psychological warfare team to complement all of these actions and used #&heflare

cutoff of food aid and other aid...all to seriously undermine Communist Party support and
prestige. It worked.

A portion of the financing for these covert operations came from the funds of the
Marshall Plan, which also helped finance the corruption of the Italiancglsaf 1948
(see below), and set up a special covert operations agency whichdatednmto the
CIA.3 These are a few of the hidden sides of the Marshall Plan, whicbrttgabden held
up to the world as a shining example of America's unselfish benevolence.

At the same time, Washington was forcing the French government to ditmiss
Communist ministers in order to receive American economic aid. Sandi€trPaul
Ramadier: "A little of our independence is departing from us with eaohweaobtain."4

Marshall Islands, 1946-58

Driven by perceived Cold War exigencies, the United States con-ducted dbzens o
intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM), nuclear bomb and other nubbdsas on this
trust territory in the Pacific, after forcing the residents of ceriamds, notably Bikini
Atoll, to relocate to other, uninhabited islands. In 1968, the former resideBilsi raf

were told by the Johnson administration that their island had been cleanedsasafava
for habitation. Many went back, only to be told later that they had been subjected to
massive doses of radiation and would have to leave again. In 1983, the U8 Interi
Department declared that the islanders could return to their homes irtehedia
provided they ate no home-grown food until the late 21st century.5 They have never
returned.

ltaly, 1947-1970s



In 1947, the US forced the Italian government to dismiss its Communist aradis$oci
cabinet members in order to receive American economic aid. The ifogjgwar and for
decades there-after, each time a combined front of the Communists aalgsSoaorr the
Communists alone, threatened to defeat the US-supported Christian Danrocrat
national elections, the CIA used every (dirty) trick in the book and trained its big
economic, political and psychological-warfare guns on the Italian people, whéelgov

funding the CD candidates. And it worked. Again and again. This perversion of
democracy was done in the name of "saving democracy" in Italy. Americanmatoospse
also contributed many millions of dollars to help keep the left from a sha@ver.

Greece, 1947-49

The United States intervened in a civil war, taking the side of the nestfaagainst the
Greek left, who had fought the Nazis courageously. The neo-fascists won ancehstitut
highly brutal regime, for which the CIA created a suitably repressivenaltsecurity
agency. For the next 15 years, Greece was looked upon much as a piecestditeetd e
be developed according to Washington's needs.

Philippines, 1945-53

The US military fought against the leftist Huk forces even while the Heks still
fighting against the Japanese invaders in the world war. After the warStbegdnized
Philippine armed forces to continue the fight against the Huks, finally dejegagm and
their reform movement. The CIA interfered grossly in elections, imgjadl series of
puppets as president, culminating in the long dictatorship of Ferdinand Marcaboior
torture was la gi@ialit de la maison (see Elections chapter).

Korea, 1945-53

After World War 11, the United States suppressed popular progressive otgarszaho
had been allies in the war—at times with brutal force—in favor of the conisewaho
had collaborated with the Japanese. As a result, the best opportunities toasthfgamd
South were derailed. This led to a long era of corrupt, reactionary and ruthless
governments in the South and the huge, war-crime-filled American militamwarttion
of 1950-53 in the "Korean War", which was far from the simple affairatiNKorea
invading South Korea on a particular day, which the world has been led to believe.

In 1999, we learned that shortly after the war began, American soldiensnegunned
hundreds of helpless civilians; amongst many other such incidents, hundreds eére kil
when the US purposely blew up bridges they were crossing.6



Albania, 1949-53

By infiltrating emigre guerrillas into the country, the US and Britain tried totbrewv

the communist government and install a new one that would have been proAWester
albeit composed largely of monarchists and collaborators with It@gomsts and Nazis.
Hundreds of thé&&gr&Zlost their lives or were imprisoned.

Eastern Europe, 1948-56

Allen Dulles, Director of the CIA, in a remarkable chess game, inietigahigh Polish
security official, Jozef Swiatlo, to use a controversial Ameribkrel Field, to spread
paranoia amongst the security establishments of Eastern Europe, leadingtless

purge trials, hundreds of thousands of imprisonments and at least hundreds of deaths.7

Germany, 1950s

The CIA orchestrated a wide-ranging campaign of sabotage, terror-ismridk$yand
psychological warfare against East Germany. This was one of the fabiolsled to the
building of the Berlin Wall in 1961.

The United States also created a secret civilian army in Germargh drew up a list of
200 leading Social Democrats, 15 Communists and various others who wer@tb be "
out of the way" if the Soviet Union invaded.

This secret army had its counterparts all over Western Europe as papesation

Gladio", developed by the CIA and other intelligence services, and not answeratde f
actions under the laws of any state. After NATO was formed in 1949,aGiadie under

its discreet aegis. "Gladiators" were responsible for numerousfdetsasism in Europe,
foremost of which was the bombing of the Bologna railway station in 1980,ictpB6

lives. The purpose of the terrorism was to place the blame for theséedroo the left

and thus heighten public concern about a Soviet invasion and at the same time discredit
leftist electoral candidates. NATO feared that if the left came to pioviee government

of any of its members, they might pass legislation that would be a threatNa T2
installations or operations in that country.8

Iran, 1953

Prime Minister Mossadegh was overthrown in a joint US-British operation.ddegh
had been elected to his position by a large majority of parliament, but he Hadhea
fateful mistake of spearheading the movement to nationalize a Britisbebail

company, the sole oil company operating in Iran. The coup restored the Shabluteabs
power, initiating a period of 25 years of repression and torture, while threlogtry was



restored to foreign ownership, with the US and Britain each getting 4hperce

Guatemala, 1953-1990s

Humorist Dave Barry boils the Monroe Doctrine down to three simple predgpgher
nations are not allowed to mess around with the internal affairs of natitms i
hemisphere. 2) But we are. 3) Ha ha ha.

A CIA-organized coup overthrew the democratically-elected and progeags/ernment
of Jacobo Arbenz, initiating 40 years of military-government death squatdsetor
disappearances, mass executions and unimaginable cruelty, totalingnamo2©®,000
victims—indisputably one of the most inhumane chapters of the 20th century. The
justification for the coup that has been put forth over the years is than@latead been
on the verge of the proverbial Soviet takeover. In actuality, the Russians halé so lit
interest in the country that it didn't even maintain diplomatic relationsréldig@roblem
was that Arbenz had taken over some of the uncultivated land of the USrited Bruit

Company, which had extremely close ties to the American power elite. Moyéotiee
eyes of Washington, there was the danger of Guatemala's social-denmockty

spreading to other countries in Latin America.

Despite a 1996 "peace" accord between the government and rebeld, ferdme@man
rights remains as only a concept in Guatemala; death squads continue to oplerate w
significant measure of impunity against union activists and other dissjderitre still
rears its ugly head; the lower classes are as wretched as eveljtdrg endures as a
formidable institution; the US continues to arm and train the Guatemdltaryrand
carry out exercises with it; and key provisions of the peace accord concenhiary
reform have not been carried out.9

Costa Rica, mid-1950s, 1970-71

To liberal American political leaders, President Jose Figueres wgsititessential
"liberal democrat", the kind of statesman they liked to think, and liked thel woothink,
was the natural partner of US foreign policy rather than the militarytoiistavho
somehow kept popping up as allies. Yet the United States tried to overthraavesidgun
the 1950s, and perhaps also in the 1970s, when he was again president), and tried t
assassinate him twice. The reasons? Figueres was not tough enough ¢nl¢deGekta
Rica to become the first country in Central America to establish diplonetations with
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, and on occasion questioned American foreign
policy, like the Bay of Pigs invasion.

Middle East, 1956-58



The Eisenhower Doctrine stated that the United States "is preparexldomed forces to
assist" any Middle Eastern country "requesting assistance aganest aggression from

any country controlled by international communism"”. The English translation ofakis w
that no one would be allowed to dominate, or have excessive influence overdtie Mi
East and its oil fields except the United States, and that anyone who triethgobly
definition, "communist”. In keeping with this policy, the United States twisrgted to
over-throw the Syrian government, staged several shows-of-force indlitelanean to
intimidate movements opposed to US-supported governments in Jordan and Lebanon,
landed 14,000 troops in Lebanon, and conspired to overthrow or assassinate Nasser of
Egypt and his troublesome Middle-East nationalism.

Indonesia, 1957-58

Sukarno, like Nasser, was the kind of Third World leader the United States could not
abide: a nationalist who was serving the wrong national interest. He tooklisautra

the Cold War seriously, making trips to the Soviet Union and China as well as to the
White House. He nationalized many private holdings of the Dutch, the formeratoloni
power. And he refused to crack down on the Indonesian Communist Party, which was
walking the legal, peaceful road and making impressive gains elegt@ath policies
could easily give other Third World leaders "wrong ideas". Thus it was th&ifhe
began throwing money into the elections, plotted Sukarno's assassination, tried to
blackmail him with a phoney sex film, and joined forces with dissidentamyilfficers

to wage a full-scale war against the government, including bombing runs by Americ
pilots. Sukarno survived it all.

Haiti, 1959

The US military mission, in Haiti to train the troops of noted dictator Feiariguvalier,
used its air, sea and ground power to smash an attempt to overthrow Duvalierdbly a sm
group of Haitians, aided by some Cubans and other Latin Americans.

Western Europe, 1950s-1960s

For two decades, the CIA used dozens of American foundations, charitaldetrdshe
like, including a few of its own creation, as conduits for payments to all manner of
organizations in Western Europe. The beneficiaries of this largesseolitical parties,
magazines, news agencies, journalists' and other unions, labor organi-zateTs, abd
youth groups, lawyers' associations and other enterprises, all ostensipnideiet, but
nonetheless serving Washington's Cold-War, anti-communist, anti-sbag¢éinda—an
agenda which also included a militarized and united Western Europe, allied to (an
dominated by) the United States, and support for the Common Market and NATO, all
part of the bulwark against the supposed Soviet threat.



British Guiana/Guyana, 1953-64

The United States and Great Britain made life extremely difffoulthe democratically
elected leader, Cheddi Jagan, finally forcing him from office (seei&hsothapter).

Jagan was another Third World leader who incurred Washington's wrath by trying to
remain neutral and independent. Although a leftist—more so than Sukarno or Arbenz—
his policies in office were not revolutionary. But he was still targeted, foegresented
Washington's greatest fear: building a society that might be a sucaessfyble of an
alternative to the capitalist model. John F. Kennedy had given a direct ordex for hi
ouster, as, presumably, had Eisenhower.

One of the better-off countries in the region under Jagan, Guyana, by the 1980 was on
of the poorest. Its principal export had become people.

Iraq, 1958-63

In July 1958, Gen. Abdul Karim Kassem overthrew the monarchy and estaldish
republic. Though somewhat of a reformist, he was by no means any kind of radscal. Hi
action, however, awakened revolutionary fervor in the masses and increaséidi¢neen

of the Iraqi Communist Party. By April of the following year, CIA Directdlen Dulles,
with his customary hyperbole, was telling Congress that the Iraqi Comswast close

to a "complete takeover" and the situation in that country was "the most dasigethe
world today".10 In actuality, Kassem aimed at being a neutraliseicold War and
pursued rather inconsistent policies toward the Iragi Communists, nevemngllhgim
formal representation in his cabinet, nor even full legality, though they stronglgdies
both. He tried to maintain power by playing the Communists off against other id@blogic
groups.11

A secret plan for a joint US-Turkish invasion of the country was drafted by thedJni
States Joint Chiefs of Staff shortly after the 1958 coup. Reportedly, ovigt $hreats to
intercede on Iraq's side forced Washington to hold back. But in 1960, the Uniesl Sta
began to fund the Kurdish guerrillas in Irag who were fighting for a measure of
autonomy12 and the CIA undertook an assassination attempt against Kabsgmyas
unsuccessful.13 The Iraqgi leader made himself even more of a nmagteadhen, in that
same year, he began to help create the Organization of Petroleum ExportingeSountr
(OPEC), which challenged the stranglehold Western oil companies hadroarieting

of Arab oil; and in 1962 he created a national oil company to exploit the natilon's

In February 1963, Kassem told the French daily, Le Monde, that he had received a not
from Washington—"in terms scarcely veiled, calling upon me to change nudattit

under threat of sanctions against Iraqg...All our trouble with the impesithst US and

the UK] began the day we claimed our legitimate rights to Kuwait."14 (Kwes a key
element in US and UK hegemonic designs over Mid-East oil.) A few darskassem's
remarks were published, he was overthrown in a coup and summarily executed,;



thousands of communists were killed. The State Department soon informeddti¢hait
it was pleased that the new regime would respect international agreemdntas not
interested in nationalizing the giant Irag Petroleum Co., of which the US mapa
owner.15 The new government, at least for the time being, also cool&ints@
Kuwait.

Papers of the British cabinet of 1963, later declassified, disttlas¢he coup had been
backed by the British and the CIA.16

Soviet Union, 1940s-1960s

The US infiltrated many hundreds of Russian emigres into the Soviet Union to gather
intelligence about military and technological instal-lations; comnsssnations; obtain
current samples of identifica-tion documents; assist Western dgesdsape; engage in
sabotage, such as derailing trains, wrecking bridges, actions against@omnedand

power plants; or instigate armed political struggle against Commuregbydinking up

with resistance movements. There was also a mammoth CIA angtpovpaganda
campaign, highlighted by the covert publishing of well over a thousand books in English,
a number by well-known authors, which were distributed all over the wonldelaas
hundreds in foreign languages.

Vietnam, 1945-73

"What we're doing in Vietnam is using the black man to kill the yellow man sohite w
man can keep the land he took from the red man."—Dick Gregory

The slippery slope began with the US siding with the French, the former coloaizérs
with collaborators with the Japanese, against Ho Chi Minh and his follower$agho
worked closely with the Allied war effort and admired all things AnaaridcHdo Chi Minh
was, after all, some kind of "communist" (one of those bad-for-you labelvgs)niHe

had written numerous letters to President Truman and the State Deypaskiag for
America'’s help in winning Vietnamese independence from the French amdyfandi
peaceful solution for his country. All his entreaties were ignored. For he wasksoan

of communist. Ho Chi Minh modeled the new Vietnamese declaration of independenc
on the American, beginning it with "All men are created equal. They are eddgwe

their Creator with..." But this would count for nothing in Washington. Ho Chi Minh was
some kind of communist.

More than twenty years and more than a million dead later, the United Wititdrew its
military forces from Vietnam. Most people believe that the US lost theBva by
destroying Vietnam to its core, by poisoning the earth, the water and the geif@ pool
generations, Washington had in fact achieved its primary purpose: preventingigiiat
have been the rise of a good development option for Asia. Ho Chi Minh was, after all,
some kind of communist.



Cambodia, 1955-73

Prince Sihanouk was yet another leader who did not fancy being an American client.
After many years of hostility toward his regime, including assassinationguidtghe
infamous Nixon/Kissinger secret "carpet bombings" of 1969-70, Wasmrfigially
overthrew Sihanouk in a coup in 1970. This was all that was needed to impek RodP
his Khmer Rouge forces to enter the fray. Five years later, they took power. Buaithe ye
of American bombing had caused Cambodia's traditional economy to vanish. The old
Cambodia had been destroyed forever.

Incredibly, the Khmer Rouge were to inflict even greater misery upon this unhappy land.
And to multiply the irony, the United States supported Pol Pot and the Khmer Rouge

after their subsequent defeat by the Vietnamese (See "Pol Pot" chapter)

Laos, 1957-73

The Laotian left, led by the Pathet Lao, tried to effect social changefpég, making
significant electoral gains and taking part in coalition governments. But thed Btihtes
would have none of that. The CIA and the State Department, through force, bribery and
other pressures, engineered coups in 1958,1959 and 1960. Eventually, the only option left
for the Pathet Lao was armed force. The CIA created its famous ArmaseSiizme—

totaling 30,000, from every corner of Asia—to do battle, while the US Air Force

between 1965 and 1973, rained down more than two million tons of bombs upon the
people of Laos, many of whom were forced to live in caves for years in a desperat
attempt to escape the monsters falling from the sky. After hundreds of thobsands

been killed, many more maimed, and countless bombed villages with hardly stone
standing upon stone, the Pathet Lao took control of the country, following on the heels of
events in Vietham.

Thailand, 1965-73

While using the country to facilitate its daily bombings of Vietnam and Lhed)8
military took the time to try to suppress insurgents who were fighting for economi
reform, an end to police repression and in opposition to the mammoth US military
presence, with its huge airbases, piers, barracks, road building and other majtis proj
which appeared to be taking the country apart and taking it over. Eventually, the
American military personnel count in Thailand reached 40,000, with those dngage
the civil conflict—including 365 Green Beret forces—officially designatedadvisers"”,
as they were in Vietnam.

To fight the guerrillas, the US financed, armed, equipped and trained policeldad/ mi
units in counter-insurgency, significantly increasing their numbers; trandporte



government forces by helicopter to combat areas; were present in dhasfigkll, as
battalion advisers and sometimes accompanied Thai soldiers on amtisgeeeeps. In
addition, the Americans instituted considerable propaganda and psychologfeaéwar
activities, and actually encouraged the Thai government to adopt aonuetuf
response.17 However, the conflict in Thailand, and the US role, never apatdhaeh
dimen' sions of Vietnam.

In 1966, the Washington Post reported that "In the view of some observersyedntin
dictatorship in Thailand suits the United States, since it assucegiauation of

American bases in the country and that, as a US official put it bluntly, 'is ounteyalst
in this place'."18

Ecuador, 1960-63

Infiltrating virtually every department of the government, up to and includingetbend

and third positions of power, along with an abundant use of dirty tricks, enabled the CIA
to oust President Jose Maria Velasco because of his refusal to go along Wttb&S

policy and because he did not clamp down hard on the left domestically; and when his

replacement also refused to break relations with Cuba, a military leadempaytio¢ the
CIA gave him an ultimatum, which he acceded to.

The Congo/Zaire, 1960-65, 1977-78

In June 1960, Patrice Lumumba—Ilegally and peacefully—became the Cirsgo's

prime minister after independence from Belgium. At IndependeagecBremonies

before a host of foreign dignitaries, Lumumba called for the nation's mioas well as

its political liberation, recounting a list of injustices against thevaatby the white

owners of the country. The man was obviously a "communist”. And obviously doomed,
particularly since Belgium retained its vast mineral wealth imKga& province, and
prominent Eisenhower administration officials had financial ties toahe svealth.

Eleven days later, Katanga seceded; in September Lumumba was dismidsed by t
president at the instigation of the United States; and in January 1961 hesassraated,

with CIA involvement, after Eisenhower had requested that Lumumba showd dep

from this life. There followed several years of civil conflict and creambthe rise to

power in 1965 of Mobutu Sese Seko, a man not a stranger to the CIA. Mobutu went on to
rule the country (which he renamed Zaire) for more than 30 yearsa\ettel of

corruption and cruelty that shocked even his CIA handlers. The Zairian people lived in
abject poverty despite the country's extraordinary natural wealth, while Mobcamke a
multibillionaire.

In both 1977 and 1978, the Carter administration rushed exten-sivaynalid to Zaire,
including airlifting Moroccan troops, to help Mobutu quell rebel uprisings and remain in



power. President George Bush was later to remark that Mobutu was "ourdyesbtrf
Africa".19

France/Algeria, 1960s

The CIA apparently supported a French military coup in Algeria to block thatrgsun
independence in the face of French president Charles de Gaulle's datemto grant
independence. The US was concerned that an independent Algeria would have a
"communist" government. Washington also hoped that the repercussions would topple de
Gaulle, who was a major obstacle to American hegemonic plans foONATew years

later, evidence indicates, the CIA was involved in an aborted plot to assasiseat

French president.

Brazil, 1961-64

President Joao Goulart was guilty of the usual crimes: he took an independem sta
foreign policy, resuming relations with socialist countries and opposing@amegainst
Cuba; his administration passed a law limiting the amount of profitsrmatithals could
transmit outside the country; a subsidiary of ITT was nationalized; Ineoped

economic and social reforms. And Attorney General Robert Kennedy was atheasy
Goulart allowing "communists” to hold positions in government agenciesh& edan

was no radical. He was a millionaire land owner and a Catholic whoanoezlal of the
Virgin around his neck. That, however, was not enough to save him. In 1964, he was
overthrown in a military coup which had covert American involvement and indidgensa
support. The official Washington line was...yes, it's unfortunate that decydtaa been
overthrown in Brazil...but still, the country has been saved from communism.

For the next 15 years, all the features of military dictatorship whigh Bamerica has

come to know and love were instituted: Congress was shut down, political opposition was
reduced to virtual extinction, habeas corpus for "political crimes" was ratsgpecriti-

cism of the president was forbidden by law, labor unions were taken over by gemernm
interveners, mounting protests were met by police and military firing inteds,

peasants' homes were burned down, priests were brutalized...theresappedrances,

death squads, a remarkable degree and depravity of torture. The governmentrhad a na
for its program: the "moral rehabilitation" of Brazil.

Washington was very pleased. Brazil broke relations with Cuba and becametlome of
United States' most reliable allies in Latin America.

Peru, 1965



The US military set up "a miniature Fort Bragg" in the Peruvian jungle aceégued to
wipe out several guerrilla groups, which had arisen in response to theeddegsoverty
of the Peruvian masses.

Dominican Republic, 1963-65

In February 1963, Juan Bosch took office as the first democraticallgelpctsident of

the Dominican Republic since 1924. Here at last was John F. Kennedykdite-
communist, to counter the charge that the US supported only military dstigtar

Bosch's government was to be the long-sought "showcase of democracy” that would put
the lie to Fidel Castro. He was given the grand treatment in Washingtory sledoite he

took office.

To Washington's dismay, however, Bosch was true to his beliefs.

He called for land reform; low-rent housing; modest nationalizatidmusihess; foreign
investment provided it was not excessively exploitative of the country and otleepol
making up the program of any liberal Third World leader serious about soangjectde
was likewise serious about the thing called civil liberties: commuymsthose labeled as
such, were not to be persecuted unless they actually violated the law.

A number of American officials and congressmen expressed their dmtanth
Bosch's plans, as well as his stance of independence from the United Stade®fduan
and nationaliza-tion are always touchy issues in Washington, the stuff &ep-log
socialism" is made of. In several quarters of the US press Bosch waaitexdl

In September, the military boots marched. Bosch was out. The United $itaitcls
could discourage a military coup in Latin America with a frown, did nothing. (det
recent demonstra-tion of this was in Ecuador in January 2000, wher¢aaynubup was
rescinded almost immediately after a few calls from Washingtonal§i20

Nineteen months later, April 1965, a widespread popular revolt broke out, which
promised to put the exiled Bosch back into power. The United States sent in 23,000
troops to help crush it.

Cuba, 1959 to present

The motto of the CIA: "Proudly overthrowing Fidel Castro since 1959."21

Castro came to power at the beginning of 1959. As early as March 10, atld8aN
Security Council meeting included on its agenda the feasibility of bringing "another

government to power in Cuba". There followed 40 years of terroriskattaombings,
full-scale mili-tary invasion, sanctions, embargoes, isolation, asa#iess...Cuba had



carried out The Unforgivable Revolution, a very serious threat of setting a "good
example" in Latin America.

The saddest part of this is that the world will never know what kind of society Cub
could have produced if left alone, if not constantly under the gun and the threat of
invasion, if allowed to relax its control at home. The idealism, the visionaliet tthe
internationalism were all there. But we'll never know. And that of ccuaséeen the
idea.

The Cuban government, its critics claim, sees the CIA behind every problertudhtac
the CIA is behind only half of the problems. The problem is, the Cuban government can't
tell which half.

Indonesia, 1965

A complex series of events, involving a supposed coup attempt, a counter-coup, and
perhaps a counter-counter-coup, with American fingerprints apparent@is/points,
resulted in the ouster from power of Sukarno and his replacement by Gener& Sabar
the Indonesian military, which was very closely tied to the US nyilifine massacre

that then began immediately—of communists, communist sympathizersgtaaspe
communists, suspected communist sympathizers and none of the above—laudlsycal
the New York Times "one of the most savage mass slayings of modern pbigtoay".
The estimates of the number killed in the course of a few years begihanfilion and
go above a million.

It was later learned that the US embassy had compiled lists of "costsiufiom top

echelons down to village cadres, as many as 5,000 names, and turned them over to the
army, which then hunted those persons down and killed them. The Americans would then
check off the names of those who had been killed or captured. "It really was #lig he

the army," said one US diplomat. "They probably killed a lot of people, and | probably
have a lot of blood on my hands. But that's not all bad. There's a time when you have to
strike hard at a decisive moment."

Ghana, 1966

When Kwame Nkrumabh tried to lessen his country's dependence on the West by
strengthening economic and military ties to the Soviet Union, China and Hazti@e
he effectively sealed his fate. A CIA-backed military coup sent theafrieader into
exile, from which he never returned. A CIA document, declassifié®77, revealed that
the Agency was in close contact with the military plotters and had beetimgo
Washington for a year on the military's plans to oust Nkrumah; the last guchweas
the day before the coup. There is no indication that the CIA ever informed Nkafma
any of these plots.22



Uruguay, 1969-72

The 1960s was the era of the Tupamaros, perhaps the cleverestsuoasteful, most
sophisticated, least violent, Robin-Hood-like urban guerrillas the world hasesmer
They were too good to be allowed to endure. A team of American experts awived, t
supply the police with all the arms, vehicles, communications gear, etc. gwgd¢o
train them in assassination and explosives techniques, to teach methodsagfatitarr
cum torture, to set up an intelligence service cum death squad. Itlveas \&hr against
the Tupamaros and any suspected sympathizers. The Tupamaros lost.

In 1998, Eladio Moll, a retired Uruguayan Navy rear admiral and former gertie
chief, testifying before a commission of the Uruguayan Chamber of Depudites] 8tat
during Uruguay's "dirty war" (1972-1983), orders came from the UnitedsState
concerning captive Tupamaros. "The guidance that was sent from the U.S.,'oflaid M
"was that what had to be done with the captured guerrillas was to get inforraation,
that afterwards they didn't deserve to live."23

Chile, 1964-73

Salvador Allende was the worst possible scenario for the Washington paeeweb

could imagine only one thing worse than a Marxist in power—an elected Marxist in
power, one who honored the constitu-tion, and became increasingly popular. This shook
the very foundation stones upon which the anti-communist tower was built: theeoct
painstakingly cultivated for decades, that "communists” can take power onlgltthrou

force and deception, that they can retain that power only through terrorizing and
brainwashing the population.

After sabotaging Allende's electoral endeavor in 1964, and failing to do s@0n 19

despite their best efforts, the CIA and the rest of the American fgpelgry machine

left no stone unturned in their attempt to destabilize the Allende governnerthev

next three years, paying particular attention to undermining the economy and building up
military hostility. Finally, in September 1973, the military, unden&al Pinochet,

overthrew the government, Allende dying in the process.

Thus it was that they closed the country to the outside world for a week, whitakise t

rolled and the soldiers broke down doors; the stadiums rang with the sounds of execution
and the bodies piled up along the streets and floated in the river; the teriteesc

opened for business, dogs trained to sexually molest female prisonerstieosesethe
subversive books were thrown to the bonfires; soldiers slit the trouser legs ehywom
shouting that "In Chile women wear dresses!"; the poor returned to theirl isaéea and

the men of the world in Washington and in the halls of international financeapen

their checkbooks. In the end, more than 3,000 had been executed, thousarusimore
disappeared, tens of thousands tortured.24



The FBI accommodated the new government by trying to track down Chileats lieftis

the United States, while Secretary of State Henry Kissinger assmachPi that "In the
United States, as you know, we are sympathetic with what you are trying to do here...We
wish your government well."25

Greece, 1967-74

A military coup took place in April 1967, just two days before the campaign flanaat
elections was to begin, elections which appeared certain to br ing the vdierahléader
George Papandreou back as prime minister. The coup had been a joint effoR@fdhe
Court, the Greek military, the CIA and the American military stationgdreece, and
was followed immediately by the traditional martial law, censorship, artesatings and
killings, the victims totaling some 8,000 in the first month. This was acauieghay the
equally traditional declaration that this was all being done to save toa fratm a
"communist takeover". Torture, inflicted in the most gruesome of wayes) wfith
equipment supplied by the United States, became routine.

George Papandreou was not any kind of radical. He was a liberal anti-comiypmist t
But his son Andreas, the heir-apparent, while only a little to the left of hisrfatad not
disguised his wish to take Greece out of the Cold War, and had questioned remaining i
NATO, or at least as a satellite of the United States.

Andreas Papandreou had been arrested at the time of the coup and held in prison for
eight months. Shortly after his release, he and his wife Margaret visgehterican
ambassador, Phillips Talbot, in Athens. Papandreou related the following:

| asked Talbot whether America could have intervened the night of the coup, totpreve

the death of democracy in Greece. He denied that they could have done anything about it.
Then Margaret asked a critical question: What if the coup had been a Cananui

Leftist coup? Talbot answered without hesitation. Then, of course, they would have
intervened, and they would have crushed the coup.

South Africa, 1960s-1980s

The CIA collaborated closely with South African intelligence, one of theipahc

focuses being the African National Congress, the lead-ing anti-apartheidzatgani

which had been banned and exiled. The Agency cooperated in suppressing internal
dissent, provided specific warnings of planned attacks by the ANC and informadioh a
ANC members residing in neighboring countries; on at least one occasion, in
Mozambique in 1981, this led to South Africa sending an assassination squad ¢aitwipe
the fingered individuals. The CIA was also responsible for the capture of ANEY lea
Nelson Mandela. Additionally, for a number of years in the 1970s and 198Q$Sthe
supported South Africa in the UN, and the CIA violated the UN's arms embargotagains
South Africa (of which the US was a declared supporter) by covertly providing the



country with weapons and supporting its efforts to militarily determine thegablit
makeup of Southern Africa.26

Bolivia, 1964-75

An armed popular revolt in 1952 had defeated the military and reduced it to a small,
impotent and discredited force. But under US guidance and aid, there was a slow but
certain rejuvenation of the armed forces. By 1964, the military, Wwihndispensable
support of the CIA and the Pentagon, was able to overthrow President VictarHeaz

the United States had designated a marked man because of his refusal to support
Washington's Cuba policies. The US continued to dictate who should lead Bolivia long
after.

In 1967, a CIA operation, employing some of the Agency's Cuban exile agacked
down Che Guevara, resulting in his summary execution.

Australia, 1972-75

The CIA channeled millions of dollars to the Labor Party's opposition, but faileddk bl
Labor's election. When the party took power in December 1972, it immigdiatkled
Washington by calling home Australian military personnel from Vietnaghdenouncing
US bombing of Hanoi, among other actions against the war. The government also
displayed less than customary reverence for the intelligence and natmnélysgames

so dear to the heart of the CIA. Edward Gough Whitlam, the new prime miniater, w
slowly but surely sealing his fate. Through complex supra-legal maneuverings ttleeU
British and the Australian opposition were eventually able to induce Governor-Genera
John Kerr—who had a long history of involvement with CIA fronts—to "legally” dismiss
Whitlam in 1975.

Iraq, 1972-75

As a favor to a very important ally, the Shah of Iran, President Nixon and Nationa
Security Adviser Henry Kissinger provided military aid to the Kurds fightargHeir
autonomy in Iraq, Iran's perennial foe. Though the military aid was to tote $06
million, the object—unknown to the Kurds—was not to win them their autonomy, but to
sap the Iragi resources and distract them from Iran. Said a Gi#me1974: "Iran, like
ourselves, has seen benefit in a stalemate situation...in which Iragrisiaatity
weakened by the Kurds' refusal to relinquish semi-autonomy. Neither Iran setvesr
wish to see the matter resolved one way or the other.” The congressional Pike
Committee, later investigating the CIA, commented: "This policy wasmgdarted to

[the Kurds], who were encouraged to continue fighting. Even in the context of covert
action, ours was a cynical enterprise."



In 1975, oil politics brought Iraq and Iran together, and the latter, along with tkedUni
States, abandoned the Kurds to a terrible fate. At a crucial point, the Kuedbegging
Kissinger for help, but he completely ignored their pleas. Kurd forces wamated;
several hundred of their leaders were executed. Later, when questioned aboythibi
Pike Committee, Kissinger responded: "Covert action should not be confuked wi
missionary work."27

Portugal, 1974-76

A bloodless military coup in 1974 brought down the US-supported 48-year fasaiséregi
that was the world's only remaining colonial power. This was followed by a program
centered on nationalization of major industries, workers' control, anmmiwage, land
reform and other progressive measures. Washington and multinational®tfrtbo were
on the board of directors of the planet were concerned. Destabilizationebeaorder
of the day: covert actions; attacks in the US press; subverting trade uniondizsubps
opposition media; economic sabotage through international credit and comhsereg;
financing of selected candidates in elections; a US cut-off of Pofftogalcertain
military and nuclear information commonly available to NATO memkéAsT O naval
and air exercises off the Portuguese coast, with 19 NATO warships modnsthon's
harbor, regarded by most Portuguese as an attempt to intimidate the provisional
government.28 The Portuguese revolution was doomed. The ClA-financed tasmdida
took and retained power for years.

East Timor, 1975-99

While East Timor was undergoing a process of decolonization from Pomub@r5,
various political groupings were formed on the island. In August one of the pHrées
UDT, attempted a coup against Portuguese rule, which was almost garistigjated by
Indonesia. A brief civil war broke out, in which a movement of the left, Fretiimegl

the upper hand. By September, Fretilin had prevailed and in November declared East
Timor's independence from Portugal. Nine days later, Indonesia oh¥d Timor. The
invasion was launched the day after US President Gerald Ford and Secretatyg of St
Henry Kissinger had left Indonesia after giving President Suharto permissias to us
American arms, which, under US law, could not be used for aggression. Indongsia wa
Washington's most valuable ally in Southeast Asia, and, in any event, ted States

was not inclined to look kindly on any leftist government.29

Indonesia soon achieved complete control over East Timor, with the help ofcAmeri
arms and diplomatic support. Daniel Moynihan, who was US ambassador to the UN at
the time, later wrote that the "United States wished things to turn out as theydlid, a
worked to bring this about. The Department of State desired that the Uniteds\ati
prove utterly ineffective in whatever measures it undertook. This tasgiwasto me,

and | carried it forward with no inconsiderable success."30



Amnesty International estimated that by 1989, Indonesian troops had kille@@00,0
people out of a population of between 600,000 and 700,000. The United States stood
virtually alone in the world in its consistent support of Indonesia's claim tolkasr,

and downplayed the slaughter to a remarkable degree, at the same time supplying
Indonesia with all the military hardware and training it needed to carry outithe jo
Despite denials to the contrary, Washington continued this military aid up to and
including the period of extensive massacres of pro-independence Timod&89iby
Indonesian soldiers and their militia allies.31

In 1995, a senior official of the Clinton administration, speaking of Suharto,"st:
our kind of guy."32

Angola, 1975-1980s

The United States, China and South Africa supported one side of the civivhiarthe
Soviet Union and Cuba supported the other side. It dragged on bloodily, horribly and
pointlessly for decades, and simmers yet, perhaps half a million lives idsspread
hunger and what is said to be the highest amputee rate in the world, caused by the
innumerable land mines. In the early years Henry Kissinger personallynpgdwehat
might well have been a peaceful solution, but the man was wholly obsessed with
countering Soviet moves anywhere on the planet—significant or trivial, real ginecia
fait accompli or anticipated. In the 1990s, Washington tried to rein in it#,clienas
Savimbi, head of UNITA, to keep him from prolonging the war, but it would have been
immensely better for the people of Angola if the US had not intervened mtfaibiolan
politics beginning in the early 1960s. The Russians would then have had no interest. Nor
Henry Kissinger.

Jamaica, 1976

Prime Minister Michael Manley got on Washington's bad side: by supporting the wrong
faction in Angola, by establishing diplomatic relations with Cuba, and by going up
against the transnational aluminum companies. The United States edhwilagg tactics

in an attempt to defeat Manley's bid for reelection in 1976, but failed.33

Honduras, 1980s

The US turned Honduras into an instant colony in the early 1980s, a militaryittase
thousands of American troops, to support counter-insurgency operations in El Salvador
and Guatemala, and, above all, to serve as a staging area, supply center and refuge for th
Contras and their war against the Nicaraguan government. Inasmuch as theupied
continuance of such operations required a quiescent population, the US gave the
Honduran military and police the training, arms, equipment and funds needed to
efficiently suppress dissidents—the anti-American types (who mockinglyedfer their



country as the U.S.S. Honduras), those involved in solidarity campaigns for the
Salvadoran rebels and the Sandinistas of Nicaragua and those strivingdbclsage

within Honduras, though still far from becoming a guerrilla threat.34 "Asaer

diplomats," observed the New York Times in 1988, "exercise moreot@ver domestic
politics in Honduras than in any other country in the hemisphere, and in private that fact
is universally acknowledged here."35

Nicaragua, 1978-90

When the Sandinistas overthrew the Somoza dictatorship in 1978, it was clear to
Washington that they might well be that long-dreaded beast—"another Cubafl. Unde
President Carter, attempts to sabotage the revolution took diplomatic and econom
forms. Under Reagan, violence was the method of choice. For eight terribly loag yea
the people of Nicaragua were under attack by Washington's proxy army, thesContra
formed from Somoza's vicious National Guardsmen and other supporters aftéterdi

It was all-out war, aiming to destroy the progressive social and economiamogf the
government, burning down schools and medical clinics, raping, torturing, mining iarbor
bombing and strafing. These were the charming gentlemen Ronald Reagao tkéd t
“freedom fighters".

In 1990, the US seriously interfered in national elections, resulting in thatddfthe
Sandinistas.36

As with Cuba, we'll never know what kind of progressive society the Sandimsght

have created if allowed to live in peace and not have to spend half their budget on
fighting a war. Oxfam, the international development organization, said thaitfo
experi-ence of working in 76 developing countries, Nicaragua under the Sandirgistas w
"exceptional in the strength of that government's commitment...to improving the
condition of the people and encour-aging their active participation in the dmexibp
process."37

A decade after returning to the rule of the free market, Nicaragua hashéene of the
poorest nations in the hemisphere, with more than half its people suffering from
malnutrition and with illiteracy widespread.

Philippines, 1970s-1990s

Another scenario of poverty, social injustice, death squads, torture, eingléawide-

ranging protest and armed resistance...time once again for the U$yraithCIA to

come to the aid of the government in suppressing such movements. In 1987 it was
revealed that the Reagan administration had approved a $10 million, twolamdor
increased CIA involvement in the counter-insurgency campaign.38 The CIA undertook
large-scale psychological warfare operations and US military advisetinely

accompanied Philippine troops during their maneuvers.39 The Philippines has long been



the most strategic location for US war-making in Asia, the site ofalelaege American
military bases, which have been the object of numerous protests byzba<itn 1991,

the US embassy informed the media that embassy polls indicated that 68,p&tce
percent, even 81 percent of the Philippine people favored the bases. The pollgrhowev
never existed. "I made the numbers up,” an embassy official conceded.40

Seychelles, 1979-81

The country's leader, France Albert Rene, amongst other shortcomingsyeslod e
Washington, was a socialist, pursued non-alignment, wanted to turn the Indian Ocean
into a nuclear-free zone and was not happy that his island nation was the honte of a U
Air Force satellite tracking station. For this he was the object of various US
destabilization conspiracies beginning in 1979. In November 1981, the CIA reported|
was behind a mercenary invasion of the island nation, which originated in Souti Afric
and got no further than an armed battle at the Seychelles airport.41

South Yemen, 1979-84

Partly to cater to the wishes of next-door Saudi Arabia, and partly as Colcefféar the
US supported paramilitary forces in South Yemen to undermine the government, which
was perceived as the proverbial "Soviet satellite", as opposed to NortmYiehieh

was seen to be the proverbial "pro-Western" good guys. North and South had been
fighting on and off for years. The US sent North Yemen military aid and trained
paramilitary forces to blow up bridges and carry out other acts of sabotageSiouite

In March 1982, a 13-man paramilitary team was captured in the South; undes, tortu
they confessed (honestly) to a CIA training connection and 12 were eXethate
operation soon came to an end. Reagan's CIA Director, William Casey, a gendine ant
Soviet primitive, had been convinced that the South Yemenis were part ofedSovi
international ter-rorist network, along with Cubans, the Italian Red Brsgaule the

IRA.42 In reality, since 1979, the Soviet Union had been providing military supmbrt a
advisers to both North and South, sometimes at the very same time, and even helped
North Yemen to put down a leftwing guerrilla movement.43 In 1990, North and South
combined into one country, the Republic of Yemen. The Cold War as vaudeuville.

South Korea, 1980

In May, the United States—which had the first and last word on mattetarynih South
Korea—acting on a government request, released some South Korean forctégefro
combined US-Korean command to be used by military strongman Chun Doo Hwan to
suppress an uprising of students and workers in the city of Kwangju.44 The protestors
were pressing for an end to martial law, the arrest of dissidents anththiies and
friends, fraudulent elections, torture and unmet social needs. A brutal crackdown
followed, estimates of the death toll ranging between several hundred and 2t6G0, w



number of gross atrocities committed by the armed forces,45 The US scgperfrom

the Carter administration, heralded as human” rights advocates. Saig ®epartment
spokesman: "Our situation, for better or worse, is that Korea is a tr batyral the US

has a very strong security interest in that part of the world."46

In February 1981, Chun was honored by being invited to the White House as President
Reagan's first state visitor; the US and South Korea engaged in the firstijaarty

exercises of the new administration; the administration asked Congcksiay

publication of the annual worldwide report on human rights while the South Korean
president was still in Washington, to avoid embarrassing him; and Reagan, in hig toast t
Chun, was moved to declare: "You've done much to strengthen the tradition of 5,000
years' commitment to freedom."47 In 1996, a Korean court convicted Chaasbrr

and murder, and sentenced him to death, for his role in the Kwangju massacre.

Chad, 1981-82

The Reagan administration's obsession with Moammar Qaddafi of Libya knewitso lim
geographical, legal or ethical. Libya maintained a military force in neigidp@had at

the request of that government—which was faced with armed insurgents—ancaeto serv
Libya's desire for a friendly government on its border. The United States wanted t
replace the Chadian government with one not very friendly to Libya, at thetisagne
giving free rein to anti-Qaddafi Libyan exiles in Chad to mount attacks on Libga fr
across the border.

Thus it was that the US, along with France, the former colonial power in Chaayewhpl
bribes and political pressures to induce the Chad government to ask the Libyans to
leave—which Libya reluctantly did—and to replace them with forces of then@egen

of African Unity. The OAU was given a vague mandate to maintain $gauChad.

This proved to be a sort of Trojan horse. The CIA rebuilt an opposition Chadian force in
the Sudan and provided it with money, arms, political support and technictdrassis

Then, as the OAU stood by doing nothing, this army, led by Hissen Habcceeded in
overthrowing the Chadian government in June 1982.48 With US support, Habre went on
to rule for eight years, during which his secret police reportedly killed tensugahds,
tortured as many as 200,000, and disappeared an undetermined number. In 2000, some of
his torture victims succeeded in having him indicted in Senegal, where hedresating

him "Africa's Pinochet".49

Grenada, 1979-83

How impoverished, small, weak or far away must a country be before it ishrebatb

the US government? In a 1979 coup, Maurice Bishop and his followers had takean pow
in this island country of 110 thousand, and though their actual policies were not as
revolutionary as Castro's, Washington was again driven by its fear of "anoth&r Cuba



particularly when public appearances by the Grenadian leaders in other coointinie
region met with great enthusiasm.

Reagan administration destabilization tactics against the Bishop goverpegan soon
after the coup, featuring outrageous disin-formation and deception. Finakytba

invasion in October 1983, which put into power individuals more beholden to USrforeig
policy objectives. The US suffered 135 killed or wounded; there were ats® 400

Grenadian casualties, and 84 Cubans, mainly construction workersivals®n was
attended by yet more transparent lies, created by Washington to justify its gross

violations of international law.

Suriname, 1982-84

A plot was hatched by the United States to overthrow the govern-ment because it
allegedly was falling into "the Cuban orbit". It was to be an invasion by sothm8a0,

half US and South American and half Surinamese. The CIA had actually informed
Congress of its plan to use a paramilitary force, which President Reaganhizadt
Congress was not enthused, but William Casey and his CIA cowboys went ahead with

their planning anyway, and were induced to call it off only after the scheme was
discovered by the internal security agency of the Netherlands, the former coloreal pow
in Suriname when it was known as Dutch Guiana.

Libya, 1981-89

The official reason for the Reagan administration's intense antipathgdt®éeammar
Qaddafi was that he supported terrorism. In actual-ity, the Libyan leaderswas not
his support for terrorist groups per se, but that he was supporting the wrongtterrori
groups; i.e., Qaddafi was not supporting the same terrorists that Reagan Wwas, thec
Nicaraguan Contras, UNITA in Angola, Cuban exiles in Miami, the governmékiis
Salvador and Guatemala and the US military in Grenada. The one band ddteetheri
two men supported in common was the Moujahedeen in Afghanistan.

On top of this, Washington has a deep-seated antipathy toward Middle Eastoitipg
countries that it can't exert proper control over. Qaddafi was uppity, and he had
overthrown a rich ruling clique and instituted a welfare state. He andumsérg would
have to be put in their place. In 1981, US planes shot down two Libyan planes in Libya
air space. Five years later, the United States bombed one of Qaddafénces, killing
scores of people. There were other attempts to assassinate tlugparatipns to

overthrow him, economic sanctions, and a major disinformation campaigtmgpmre
piece of nonsense after another, including conspicuous exaggera-tions of hisfeupport
terrorism, and shifting the blame for the 1988 bombing of PanAm 103 to Lilblyaveay
from Iran and Syria when the Gulf War campaign required the support aittietivo
countries. To Washington, Libya was like magnetic north: the finger alwayggoint
there.



Fiji, 1987

Prime Minister Timoci Bavrada was ousted in a military coup only a mdtahtaking
office in April following a democratic election. Bavrada, of the LabounfPanade
Washington officials unhappy by identifying himself with the Non-Aligned Movement,
and even more so by taking office with a pledge to reinstate Fiji as a nueleaehe,
meaning that nuclear-powered or nuclear-weapons-carrying ships could ngboniake
calls. When Bavrada's predecessor, R.S.K. Mara, instituted the saayemp@P82, he
was put under great US pressure to drop it. Said the former US ambassagtinad F
year, William Bodde, Jr., "a nuclear free zone would be unacceptable to thednSgr
strategic needs...the US must do everything possible to counter this movetné€he"5
following year, Mara dropped the policy. Bavrada would clearly not be so easijyedw
He had taken office as part of a Nuclear-Free-Pacific Coalition.

Two weeks after Bavrada took office, American UN Ambassador VerndieM/aisited

the island. The former Deputy Director of the CIA has had a history of shaying
shortly before, during, or shortly after CIA destabilization operations. Ygatiet with
Bavrada, ostensibly to discuss UN matters. He also met with Lt. CokiSiiRabuka,
third-in-command of the Army. Two weeks later, Rabuka led a military coughwhi
ousted Bavrada.

During Bavrada's month in office, a multi-layered "Libyan scare"paagm suddenly and
inexplicably broke out in the Pacific area. The Reagan administration leadylveen
exposed for its phoney Libya-scare campaign in the United States. When the Fiji coup
took place, Rabuka and his supporters pointed to the Libyan "threat" as justifying the
coup.51

There are more of such "coincidences" in this drama, including appearakgebefore
the coup of the National Endowment for Democracy (g.v.) and its funding, some of the
ClAs labor mafia, and units of the US military in the Pacific.52

The day after the coup, a Pentagon source, while denying US involvement, declared:
"We're kinda delighted.. .All of a sudden our ships couldn't go to Fiji, and now all of a
sudden they can."53

Panama, 1989

Less than two weeks after the fall of the Berlin Wall, the United Sshimsed its joy

that a new era of world peace was now possible by invading Panama, as Washington's
mad bombers struck again. On December 20, 1989, a large tenemeninbRamama

City was wiped out; 15,000 people were left homeless. Counting several days of ground
fighting between US and Panamanian forces, 500-something natives dead whsi#he of
body count—i.e., what the United States and the new US-installed Panamanian



government admitted to. Other sources, examining more evidence, contlated t
thousands had died. Additionally, some 3,000 Panamanians were wounded, 23
Americans died, and 324 were wounded.

Question from reporter: "Was it really worth it to send people to thathder this? To
get Noriega?"

George Bush: "Every human life is precious, and yet | have to answer, yes, it has been
worth it."

Manuel Noriega had been an American ally and informant for years until heedutis
usefulness. But getting him was hardly a major motive for the attack.vBarsted to

send a clear message to the people of Nicaragua, who had an electiorescimeitvo
months, that this might be their fate if they reelected the Sandinistas. Bashaaited to

flex some military muscle to illustrate to Congress the need foga tambat-ready

force despite the very recent dissolution of the "Soviet threat". The ofiqudnation

for the American ouster was Noriega's drug trafficking, which Washington haehkno
about for years and had not been at all bothered by. And they could easily have gotten
their hands on the man without wreaking such terrible devastation upon the Panamania
people.54

Afghanistan, 1979-92

The striking repression of women in Afghanistan carried out by the Talibandslam
fundamentalists is well known. Much less publicized is that in the late 18d0v@st of

the 1980s Afghanistan had a government committed to bringing the incredibly
underdeveloped country into the 20th century (never mind the 21st), including giving
women equal rights. The United States, however, poured billions of dolamaging a
terrible war against this government, simply because it was supported lyvtee S

Union. By aiding the fundamentalist opposition, Washington knowingly and deliberately
increased the probability of a Soviet intervention.55 And when that occurred Ahe CI
became the grand orchestrator: hitting up Middle Eastern countries for hageidi

support, on top of that from Washington; pressuring and bribing neighboring Pakistan to
rent out its country as a military staging area and sanctuary; supplying argeyad! of
weaponry and military training.

In the end, the United States and the Taliban "won", and the women, and the rest of
Afghanistan, lost. More than a million were dead, three million disabledmiNien
refugees, in total about half the population.

El Salvador, 1980-92

Salvador's dissidents tried to work within the system. But with US support, the
government made that impossible, using repeated electoral fraud and murdedregpkbu



of protestors and strikers. In 1980, the dissidents took to the gun, and civil war.
Washington responded immediately.

Officially, the US military presence in El Salvador was limited t@dwvisory capacity. In
actuality, military and CIA personnel played a more active role on anconis basis.
About 20 Americans were killed or wounded in helicopter and plane crasheslyihie f
reconnaissance or other missions over combat areas, and considerablecesuniaced

of a US role in the ground fighting as well. The war came to an official end in €92 w
these results: 75,000 civilian deaths; the US Treasury depleted by six ddliars;
meaningful social change thwarted; a handful of the wealthy still owningthwrg; the
poor remaining as ever; dissidents still having to fear right-wing death squards; th
would be no profound social change in El Salvador.

Haiti, 1987-94

The US supported the Duvalier family dictatorship for 30 years, then opp@sed th
reformist priest Jean-Bertrand Aristide. Meanwhile, the CIA wakwvg intimately with
death squads, torturers and drug traffickers. With this as background, in 199%htiwe C
White House found itself in the awkward position of having to pretend—because of all
their rhetoric about "democracy"—that they supported the democratitedige

Aristide's return to power after he had been ousted in a 1991 military coup. Afte
delaying his return for more than two years, Washington finally had itsuyitestore
Aristide to office, but only after obliging the priest to guarantee that he would mot hel
the poor at the expense of the rich, literally; and that he would stick closedeto f
market economics. This meant that Haiti would continue to be the assenttilpfilae
Western Hemisphere, with its workers receiving starvation wages|ly. If Aristide

had thoughts about breaking the agreement forced upon him, he had only to look out his
window—US troops were stationed in Haiti for the remainder of his term.

Bulgaria, 1990-91

In November 1999, President Clinton visited Bulgaria and told a crowd in Sofiaethat
hailed them for throwing off communism and holding fair elections.56 What led tai
mention was that after one of their fair elections had been won by thewostsnthe
US government had proceeded to overthrow them.

In 1990, the National Endowment for Democracy (NED) poured more than $tilosm
into Bulgaria in an attempt to defeat the Bulgarian Socialist Party (threefdCommunist
Party) in the June 1990 national election. On the basis of population, theqwaalent
to a foreign power injecting some $38 million into an American electorgbaigm. The
main recipient of NED largesse was the leading opposition party, the Union of
Democratic Forces, which received $517,000, in addition to its newspapeirrgcei
$233,000.57 Much to the shock and dismay of Washington, the BSP won.



This would not do. Washington's ideological bottom line was that the BulgariaaliStoci
Party could not, and would not, be given the chance to prove that a democraticstsociali
oriented mixed economy could succeed in Eastern Europe while the capitaledtwias
already beginning to disillusion people all around it. NED stepped in with generous
funding and advice to specific opposition groups which carried out a campaign of chaos
lasting almost five months: very militant and disruptive street denatiwsts, paralyzing
labor strikes, sit-ins, hunger strikes, arson.. .parliament was surrounded, thergawe

was under siege...until finally the president was forced to resign, followedrigy afthis
ministers; lastly, the prime minister gave up his office.

In 1991, NED again threw hundreds of thousands of dollars into the election; #is tim
what NED calls the "democratic forces" won.58

Albania, 1991-92

This tale is very similar to that of Bulgaria. A Communist govern-ment won
overwhelming endorsement in the March 1991 elections, followed immediateloby t
months of widespread unrest, including street demonstrations and a gerierdsting
three weeks, which finally led to the collapse of the new government by JINTELH9

had been there also, providing $80,000 to the labor movement and $23,000 "to support
party training and civic education programs".60

A new election was held in March 1992. During the election cam-paign, US golitic
strategists and diplomats, including the American ambassador, openly antcmpa
candidates of the Democratic Party (the Communists' chief opposition)iosttimeping
tours and got out the message that said—frankly and explicitly—If the Contmwinis
again, there will be no US aid, and "a lot of Western investors and governneegtsray
to direct their aid elsewhere". The NED, once again, was there witmdd &f goodies
for "the good guys", including brand new Jeep Cherokees.61 The Democratio&art

Somalia, 1993

It was supposed to be a mission to help feed the starving masses. Beforeslaitg vhs
trying to rearrange the country's political map by eliminating the dominatdardar
Mohamed Aidid, and his power base. On many occasions, beginning in June, US
helicopters strafed groups of Aidid's supporters and fired missiles at therasSvere
killed. Then, in October, a daring attempt by some 120 elite Americaesftodkidnap

two leaders of Aidid's clan resulted in a horrendous bloody battle. The fiyalvtalfive
US helicopters shot down, 18 Americans dead, 73 wounded, 500 to 1,000 Somalians
killed, many more injured.

It's questionable that getting food to hungry people was as important as tthafdctr
American oil giants were holding exploratory rights to large areas of landened w



hoping that US troops would put an end to the chaos which threatened their highly
expensive investments. There was also the Pentagon's ongoing need to selltitesH t

in Congress who were trying to cut the military budget in the post-Cold War world.
"Humanitarian" actions and (unnecessary) amphibious landings by US Marirtes on t
beach in the glare of TV cameras were thought to be good selling points. Washington
designed the operation in such a way that the show would be run by the US military and
not the United Nations, under whose aegis it supposedly fell.

In any event, by the time the Marines landed, the worst of the famine was tnaet.
peaked months before.62

Iraq, 1990s

Mental hospitals and prisons are filled with people who claim to have heard talicgg
them to kill certain people, often people they've never met before, peoplewkver
done them any harm, or threatened any harm.

American soldiers went to the Middle East to kill the same kind of peoptehatieing a
voice command them: the voice of George Bush.

Relentless bombing for more than 40 days and nights, against one afgshadwanced
nations in the Middle East, devastating its ancient and modern capitdl €itynillion
pounds of bombs falling on the people of Irag, the most concentrated aerial onslaught |
the history of the world to that time; depleted uranium weapons incineratptepe
causing cancers and sundry congenital problems; blowing up chemical and biological
weapon and oil facilities, a ter-rible poisoning of the atmosphere; burying satvers
deliberately; the infrastructure destroyed, with dreadful effects othheahctions
continued into the 21st century, multiplying the health problems; more than a million
children dead from all of these factors, even more adults. UNICEF, in antAL8%
report, stated that in southern and central Iraq, the death rate for childrerivsntiad
more than doubled in the years of the sanctions.

Until the present day, the US and Great Britain have continued to launch nagsilest

the burned-out ash called Iraq, as their planes fly over the country on virtdally a

basis, the authority for which Washington and London derive from each other. Irsthe fir
eight months of 1999, the two countries flew some 10,000 sorties over Iraghiméea
more than 1,000 bombs and missiles on more than 400 targets, killing or wounding ma
hundreds of people. Said US Brig. General William Looney, a director of this ioperat

If they turn on their radars we're going to blow up their goddamn SAMs. They know we
own their country. We own their airspace.. .We dictate the way they live and talk. And
that's what's great about America right now. It's a good thing, especially whe's the

lot of oil out there we need.63



It can be said that the United States has inflicted more vindictive poeigrand
ostracism upon Irag than upon Germany or Japan after World War II.

Noam Chomsky has written: "It's been a leading, driving doctrine of US$fopailicy
since the 1940s that the vast and unparalleled energy resourcesaffthegion will be
effectively dominated by the United States and its clients, and, ¢yuthat no
independent, indigenous force will be permitted to have a substantial influence on the
administration of oil production and price."

This may have been Iraqg's crime, not that they invaded Kuwait in 1990,asmonv
encouraged by the United States and provoked by Washington's close ally, Kuwfait, itse
an invasion that gave the US all the pretext it needed to take actionirivagi®n was,

after all, no more than Indonesia had done to East Timor, with Washington's blessing.

Peru, 1990s-present

For more than a decade the US has provided Peru with an unending streanagf milit
advisers and trainers, Navy Seals and Green Berets, all manner @iraleguipment,
surveillance flights, radar stations in the Andes, whatever—all to one of thhe mos
dictatorial and repressive regimes in the Western Hemisphere, condemneuhbgtA
International, Human Rights Watch/Americas and State DepartmentrHrights
reports for its medieval prisons, routine torture and other human-rightsiond, led by
an autocrat named Alberto Fujimori.

For what purpose has this support been rendered? The official Washington iexplana
to fight drugs. But whereas four air force officers, including one of Fujinmer'sonal
military pilots, were arrested after 383 pounds of cocaine were fourigemtilitary
plane; whereas on four separate occasions cocaine was seized\yoshipa, totaling
220 pounds;64 whereas Fujimori's closest adviser, Vladimir Montesino hstery of
being a drug kingpin, and formerly a lawyer for drug traffickers;65 whereas Moote
who has long been on the CIA payroll, runs the intelligence service, which al¢s has i
hands deep into the drug cookie jar and was publicly condemned by the US Senate in
1999 for its corruption;66 and whereas the military is known to have tipped off drug
traffickers to DEA raids and physically protected the traffickers' oeceaches from
seizure by the police67...what can Washington possibly be thinking?

They're thinking of the usual: helping the government suppress guerrilla magame

the main priority. In 1997, Fujimori ordered the summary execution a#fidts, most of
them very young, who had taken over the Japanese ambassador's home to press for
human rights and economic improvements, and tried to surrender peacediuiéyteng
shot in cold blood. The commandos who carried out the raid received training and
sophisticated technological help from the United States for theirtaperancluding
overflights of the RU-38A airplane, which can photograph a building and gauge the
thickness of its walls, amongst a host of other details crucial to planninaidt&8r



The United States did not aid in the execution of these young people because of drug
trafficking.

Mexico, 1990s-present

The Mexican government "will need to eliminate the Zapatistas to demonstiate the
effective control of the national territory and of security policy...[ant]need to
consider carefully whether or not to allow opposition victories if fairly wohebgllot
box." Thus reads a 1995 memorandum from Riordan Roett, a consultantron Lati
America's emerging markets, working for Chase Manhattan Bank in New York.69

He was speaking of the movement of indigenous people in Mexico who were, land stil
are, demanding their economic and political rights and their autonomy. Thessde
however, conflict with the needs of NAFTA and other components of the glethaliz
economy, which want the Zapatistas out of certain areas—or at least nohglaivn”

ership to the land—for various reasons, oil and other natural resources bemgsamo
them, as well as the decidedly bad example being set for other Mexican and Central
American peasants. NAFTA's plans call for the "subsistence" agrieuwbng practiced

by the indigenous people to be "modernized”; i.e., to produce "high-profit" export crops,
such as rubber and lumber.70

In the name of fighting drugs, the United States has poured hundreds of millions of
dollars of military aid and training into Mexico, bringing in the usual complewfent
American police agents, Army advisers, CIA operatives and Specig$:6L And all in
support of a remarkably corrupt government, military, "paramilitary” and potieay of
whom are involved in drug trafficking themselves, carry out massacres andlgegula
engage in torture and other viola-tions of human rights.72 The Zapatistas claustha
and Argentine advisers have been providing training to the paramilitaries, théoncai
behind this newest "dirty war"”, so terribly familiar to Latin America.73

The American military aid has included sophisticated surveillance texdyntd track the
Zapatistas in forests and hills, and hundreds of helicopters, which have been used to
attack communities with machine guns, rockets and bombs. Such US aid andg tsain
still, commonplace in the Third World. In an excellent series on the $uj£898, the
Washington Post pointed out that:

[Even] where armed domestic opposition is negligible or nonexistent, U.8s fare
teaching armies how to track down opponents, surprise them in helicopter,dtidcks
them with more proficiency, or, in some cases, how to lead house-to-house raidse
guarters combat" designed for cities.74

Much of the military aid to Mexico has been in violation of congressionalbiawsing
military assistance to foreign security units guilty of human-rights viola#éns



Oddly enough, no one accuses the Zapatistas of being involved with drug trafficking, so
Washington's effective participation in the war being waged against treonty be
seen in ideological terms.

Colombia, 1990s-present

By the end of the decade, Colombia—the most violent nation in the world—had become
the third largest recipient of US military aid, with hundreds of Americaitamyil

personnel posted there in a growing number of military and radar bases toaidter<
insurgency actions against leftist guerrillas. The US has aided govdrborabing raids

and other military functions by providing helicopters, intelligence informationtabo
guerrilla movements, satellite images and communications interg¢pises, US

planes fly overhead during combat operations. The guerrillas claim thatéans are
conducting covert counterinsurgency operations and warned that they wiljbetar 6

Again, the public rationale given for taking sides in a civil war has been "todiiggs".
To drive home this point, US drug czar Barry McCaffrey routinely refers tle#ukng
guerrilla group, FARC, as "narco-traffickers". But the DEAs Acting Adstiator
testified in 1999 that the DEA had "not yet really come to the conclusion'thieat
FARC and ELN are drug trafficking entities per se",77 even though the guerrillas do
finance themselves in part through protecting and "taxing" drug producers.

However, the main recipient of the American aid, the Colombian militamyyadved in

drug trafficking, at the same time being intimately linked to paramilitage®which are
also active in drug trafficking and in protecting drug producers.78 In November 1998, a
Colombian Air Force cargo plane that landed at Ft. Lauderdale, Florida wastéound
contain 1,639 pounds of cocaine. In 1996, Colombian Air Force officers trggduggle
heroin to the United States aboard the plane used by then-President ErnestorfS8ampe
Samper himself was labeled a "drug trafficker” by a senior Clintonnestnation

official.80

As Senator Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.) pointed out in 1999, in speaking of ColonwWizat"
we are really seeing is a ratcheting up of a counterinsurgency policy nadiqgeas a
counter-drug policy."81

In a 1994 report, Amnesty International estimated that more than 20,000 padledn
killed in Colombia since 1986, mainly by the military and its paramilitargsH-"not in
the 'drug wars' but for political reasons". Many of the victims weaglétunionists,
human-rights activists and leaders of legal left-wing movementstie&ty charged that
"U.S.-supplied military equipment, ostensibly delivered for use agaamsbtics
traffickers, was being used by the Colombian military to commit tHeisees in the
name of '‘counter-insurgency'."82 As with Mexico, much of this aid is in ool &t
congressional human-rights laws. The Pentagon has barely masked it $cese o
restrictions.83



A March 1997 letter by members of the House Foreign Operations Subiteentai
Secretary of State Albright stated that "efforts by the Colombian govatrimtake
action to curb the increased abuses committed by paramilitary groups, dv to cu
extrajudicial executions, disappearances, torture, political killings andfotes of
human rights abuses committed by security forces [i.e., the regui@rypiare not
sufficient to warrant the provision of over $100 million in military assistaand the
resumption of lethal aid."84

The lethal aid, however, has continued. Washington suspects that the Colombian
insurgents, if they ever took power, would just not fit in very well in the globalized
economy of the New World Order.

Yugoslavia, 1995-99

In April 1996, President Clinton visited Russia during a pause in the brilitaryn
struggle between Moscow and its breakaway province of Chechnya. At a press
conference, the president declared:

You say that there are some who say we should have been more openly ciiicklit| t
depends upon your first premise; do you believe that Chechnya is a part of Russia or not?
| would remind you that we once had a Civil War in our country in which we lost on a
pet-capita basis far more people than we lost in any of the wars of the 2ttty aeer

the proposition that Abraham Lincoln gave his life for, that no State had a right to
withdraw from our Union.85

Three years later Clinton destroyed much of Yugoslavian civilized life @twre in
Operation Bomb for Humanity, in effect rejecting the idea that Slobodaneévitobad
the right to try to prevent the province of Kosovo from withdrawing from the Hedera
Republic of Yugoslavia. The United States, under the cover of NATO, interveiaed i
civil war less violent than the American civil war; indeed, a lot less violadtp&shorter
duration, than several other civil conflicts going on in the world at the samaeduch as
in Turkey, Sri Lanka, Indonesia/East Timor, Angola and other places in Adndaif
was the supposed extreme (one-sided?) violence of Serbia againsttharkdkat tore
at the heartstrings of the kindly American and NATO leaders.

To those who argue that the US couldn't be saving the entire world, it must ksl maint
that far from simply not saving certain peoples, Washington had been activelytsgppor
Turkey and Indonesia for years in their mailed-fist military suppressamushelped
Croatia carry out, and then cover up, its ethnic cleansing of the Krajinai®&:%35.86
Turkey, in fact, had nearly threatened to veto the NATO decision that it coudd act
Kosovo unless
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Ankara was assured that this policy could never be applied to Turkey's treatment
Kurds.87

But it was imperative for the United States that certain principlestablshed: 1) that
NATO—in the absence of the Cold War, the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pdict—sti
had a purpose in life; 2) that NATO had the right to intervene anywhere, esmhecit

its own geographical boundaries, and without having to seek explicit authority from the
UN Security Council; 3) that NATO was to be the military arm of the Méovld Order
(corporate headquarters located in Washington, DC).

Yugoslavia was not inclined to worship these principles; nor, as we have adé¢heh
Serbs shown proper reverence for joining the club of globalized Americas @lim
obedient junior partners. Most of their industry and financial sector was atid|st/ned.
They had not even banned the word "socialism" from polite conversation yeableri

dinosaurs they were! All in all, an ideal humanitarian bombing target. Theh&dc
Milosevic is a dictator was of no strategic significance, exceptd@rapaganda value.

So Yugoslavia, which for years had feared an attack from the East (the Suaie}, U
instead was devastated by the Western "free world". While the bombing atereks
being carried out, Serbian TV was also targeted, because it was broadcasgisg thi
which the United States did not like. The bombs took the lives of many of tha'statio

staff, and both legs of one of the survivors, which had to be amputated to free him from
the wreckage.88

"Once you kill people because you don't like what they say," observed noted British
foreign correspondent, Robert Fisk, "you change the rules of war."89

Perhaps the strangest aspect of the whole conflict is the collecthesa that appears to
have afflicted countless intelligent, well-meaning people, who are convinaethée
US/NATO bombing took place after, the mass forced deportation of ethraniAlis

from Kosovo was well underway; which is to say that the bombing was lauracktapt
this "ethnic cleansing". In actuality, the systematic forced deporsatiblarge numbers
of people did not begin until a few days after the bombing began, and was clearly a
reaction to it, born of extreme anger and powerlessness. This is easigdvayilooking
at a daily newspaper for the few days before the bombing began the night of March
23/24, and the few days after. Or simply look at the New York Times of Margiagé,

1, which reads:

...with the NATO bombing already begun, a deepening sense of fear took hold in Pristina
[the main city of Kosovo] that the Serbs would now vent their rage against ethni
Albanian civilians in retaliation [emphasis added].

On March 27, we find the first reference to a "forced march" or anytfi that sort.



But the propaganda version may already be set in marble. It's the neatgahmrince
the church sprang "papal infallibility" upon a gullible people.

There's a lot more, hay mucho mas, il y a beaucoup plus, es gibt noch viel mehr

In addition to the above, there have been literally dozens of other serious America
interventions in every corner of the world, against both governments and movements,
from the 1950s on. The amount of US government roguery to be uncovered appears to be
infinite, while the author's time is finite. The US intervention machine hexs, Ineore or

less, on automatic pilot...perpetual war for perpetual peace.

Narco-terrorists gonna get your mama

US government officials often seem desirous of identifying leftist gueesniiith drug
trafficking, whether the linkage is factual or not. They also like to miakeof the
expression "narco-terrorists” in speaking of the guerrillas. These lingassociations
may serve a function beyond the purely descriptive. Here is Special Forcasgmoder
Col. John Waghelstein, speaking in 1987 about this linkage:

A melding in the American public's mind and in Congress of this connection wodld lea
to tbe necessary support to counter tbe guerrilla/narcotics terrorists in thi
hemisphere...Congress would find it difficult to stand in the way of supportingli@sr al
with the training, advice and security assistance necessary to do the job. Those churc
and academic groups that have slavishly supported insurgency in Latin Ameuich

find themselves on the wrong side of the moral issue. Above all, we would have the
unassailable moral position from which to launch a concerted effort usipgritnent of
Defense (DOD) and non-DOD assets.90

Victims Memorial Museums

For several years, Cold-War conservatives have been planning for the operihg of "
Victims of Communism Memorial Museum" near the Mall in Washington. Tinigling

has been commissioned by an act of Congress and signed by President Clinton. The
literature its backers put out in behalf of this project is egregiously inaecaumed
propagandistic. But that is not the point | wish to make here so much as to call for the
erection of "The Victims of Anti-Communism Memorial Museum"; right raoor

would be a good spot. Displays dealing with the interventions described above and with
the torture and support of terrorism detailed in other chapters would providehaore
enough material to fill a good-sized edifice.



CHAPTER 18 : Perverting Elections

It shall be unlawful for a foreign national directly or through any other persmake

any contribution of money or other thing of value, or to promise expressly or impliedly to
make any such contribution, in connection with an election to any political offioe or
connection with any primary election...

Title 2, United States Code Amended (USCA), Section 441e(a)

Thus the legal basis, if not the political, for the indignation expressed by both
Republican and Democratic members of Congress at revelations thdtinkeséCmay
have tried to use covert campaign donations to influence American policy.

Washington policymakers, however, have long reserved the unrestrained pght to
large amounts of money into elections of other countries (including those which also
prohibit foreign contributions) and taint the electoral system in numerousvedlysr as
we shall see below.

Elections and this thing called democracy

During the Clinton administration, the sentiment has been pro-claimed on so many
occasions by the president and other political leaders, and dutifully redtbsatke
media, that the thesis "Cuba is the only non-democracy in the WesternpHeralsis
now nothing short of received wisdom in the United States.

Let us examine this thesis carefully for it has a highly interesting implicati

Throughout the period of the Cuban revolution, 1959 to the present, Latin America has
witnessed a terrible parade of human rights violations—systematic, routinet

legions of "disappeared” people; government-supported death squads picking té¢tiselec
individuals; massacres en masse of peasants, students and other groups, shot down in
cold blood. The worst perpetrators of these acts during all or part of this perstden

the military and associated paramilitary squads of El Salvador, GUatésnazil,

Argentina, Chile, Colombia, Peru, Mexico, Uruguay, Haiti and Honduras.

Not even Cuba's worst enemies have charged the Castro govern-ment withhesge of
violations, and if one further considers education and health care—each gedaynt

the United Nations "Universal Declaration of Human Rights" and the "Eumopea
Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms"—"both of
which," said President Clinton, "work better [in Cuba] than most other esihl then

it would appear that during the more-than-40 years of its revolution, Cubajbgsce

one of the very best human-rights records in all of Latin America.

If, despite this record, the United States can insist that Cuba is the only€mmc@cy”
in the Western Hemisphere, we are left with the inescapable comctbaiathis thing



called "democracy", as seen from the White House, may have little ongidthdlo with

many of our most cherished human rights. Indeed, numerous pronouncements emanating
from Washington officialdom over the years make plain that "democrady&séator at

most, is equated solely with elections and civil liberties. Not even jobsafmbdhelter

are part of the equation.

Thus, a nation with hordes of hungry, homeless, untended sick, barely literate,
unemployed and/or tortured people, whose loved ones are being disappeared and/or
murdered with state connivance, can be said to be living in a "democracy'terds |i
Greek meaning of "rule of the people" implying that this is the kind of life the people
actually want—provided that every two years or four years they have the rightd@go
designated place and put an X next to the name of one or another individual who
promises to relieve their miserable condition, but who will, typically, doafist nothing
of the kind; and provided further that in this society there is at leastaancerihimum of
freedom—how much being in large measure a function of one's wealth—fay one t
express one's views about the powers-that-be and the workings of the societyt with
undue fear of punishment, regardless of whether expressing these views has any
influence whatsoever over the way things are.

It is not by chance that the United States has defined democracy in tbis nanner.
Throughout the Cold War, the absence of "free and fair" multiparty elections and
adequate civil liberties was what marked the Soviet foe and itfiteateThese nations,
however, provided their citizens with a relatively decent standard of liviregrimstof
employment, food, health care, education, etc., without omnipresent Braartiame tor
Guatemalan death squads. At the same time, many of America's Third Wieddnathe
Cold War—members of what Washington liked to refer to as "The Free Worldfe—w
human-rights disaster areas, who could boast of little other than tlee@@dsdemocracy
of the polling booth and a tolerance for dissenting opinion so long as it didn't cut too
close to the bone or threaten to turn into a movement.

Naturally, the only way to win Cold War propaganda points with team lineups like these
was to extol your team's brand of virtue and damn the enemy's lack of it, designating the
former "democracy" and the latter "totalitarianism".

Thus it is that Americans are raised to fervently believe that no progreles caade in
any society in the absence of elections. They are taught to equate eledtons wi
democracy, and democracy with elections. And no matter how cynical they've grown
about electoral politics at home, few of them harbor any doubt that the pyorabfree
and fair elections has long been a basic and sincere tenet of American foriign pol

In light of this, let us examine the actual historical record.

Philippines, 1950s



Flagrant manipulation by the CIA of the nation's political life, featuringestmanaged
elections with extensive disinformation campaigns, heavy financing of candidates
writing their speeches, drugging the drinks of one of the opponents of the CIA candidate
so he would appear incoherent, plotting the assassination of another candidate. The
Agency covertly set up an organization called

National Movement for Free Elections, the better to promote its ageriapating

citizens joined up all over the country. The New York Times was also trustingidegr
the Philippines' political and electoral development, declaring that "It mitfmout

reason that the Philippines has been called "democracy's showcas&'i@ Asi

Italy, 1948-1970s

See "Interventions"” chapter.

Lebanon, 1950s

The CIA provided funds to support the campaigns of President Camille Chamoun and
selected parliamentary candidates; other funds were targeted agaidistates who had
shown less than total enchantment with US interference in Lebaneseslitic

Indonesia, 1955

A million dollars were dispensed by the CIA to a centrist coalitiontdai® campaign
in a bid to cut into the support for President Sukarno's party and the Indonesian
Communist Party.4

Vietnam, 1955

The US was instrumental in South Vietnam canceling the elections setiédulnify
North and South because of the certainty that the North Viethamese comnadest le
Ho Chi Minh, would easily win.5

British Guiana/Guyana, 1953-64

For 11 years, two of the oldest democracies in the world, GreatrBaitai the United
States, went to great lengths to prevent Cheddi Jagan—three times the deatfigcrat
elected leader—from occupying his office. Using a wide variety of taetitom general
strikes and disinformation to terrorism and British legalisms, the US ataiinBorced
Jagan out of office twice during the period.6



Japan, 1958-1970s

The CIA emptied the US treasury of millions to finance the conservatpezali
Democratic Party in parliamentary elections, "on a seat-by-sdaf'bakile doing what
it could to weaken and undermine its opposition, the Japanese Socialist Pargsulhe
was 38 years in power for the Liberal Democratic Party, comparatiie teign of the

Christian Democrats in Italy, also sponsored by the CIA; these tactics kepapath J
and Italy from developing a strong multi-party system.7

The 1961-63 edition of the State Department's annual Foreign Relationd ofitbe
States, published in 1996, includes an unpreced-ented disclaimer thagebetmaterial
left out, a committee of distinguished historians thinks "this published cdropidoes
not constitute a 'thorough, accurate and reliable documentary record of magat Uni
States foreign policy decisions',” as required by law. The deleted rhateolzed US
actions from 1958-1960 in Japan, according to the State Departmeotshi8

Nepal, 1959

By the CIA's own admission, it carried out an unspecified "covert action" on behalf of
B.P. Koirala to help his Nepali Congress Party win the national parlianjesiéation.

The NCP won a majority of seats in the new legislature and Koirala beanme
minister. It was Nepal's first national election ever, and the Clg\tivere to initiate them
into the wonderful workings of democracy.9

Laos, 1960

CIA agents stuffed ballot boxes to help a hand-picked strongman, PhoumaNpset/
up a pro-American government.10

Brazil, 1962

The CIA and the Agency for International Development expended millions afsloll
during federal and state elections in support of candidates opposed torRré&siae
Goulart. The Agency also dipped into its bag of dirty tricks to torment the camdigns
various candidates.11

Dominican Republic, 1962
In October 1962, two months before election day, US Ambassador John Bdehtiw

got together with the candidates of the two major parties and handed thenem writt
notice, in Spanish and English, which he had prepared. It read in part: "The loser in the



forthcoming election will, as soon as the election result is known, publicly ziape
the winner, publicly recognize him as the President of all the Dominican peaogle
publicly call upon his own supporters to so recognize him...Before taking office, the
winner will offer Cabinet seats to members of the loser's party. (Thgyecline)."12

The United States also worked with the Dominican government to deport 2éme 1
people—supporters of the former dictator Trujillo as well as "Castro/Gonsts"—to

the US and elsewhere, who were not allowed to return until after the eledtisnvas
"to help maintain stability so elections could be held", as Martin put it.13

As matters turned out, the winner, Juan Bosch, was ousted in a military coup seven
months later, a slap in the face of democracy which neither Martin nor any other
American official did anything about.

Guatemala, 1963

The US overthrew the regime of General Miguel Ydigoras because heamaggl to
step down in 1964, leaving the door open to an election; an election that Washington

feared would be won by the former president, liberal reformer and critic &réign
policy, Juan Jose Afalo. Ydigoras's replacement made no mention of elections.14

Bolivia, 1966

The CIA bestowed $600,000 upon President RBarrientos and lesser sums to several
right-wing parties in a successful effort to influence the outconmaidnal elections.
Gulf Oil contributed two hundred thousand more to Barrientos.15

Chile, 1964-70

There were major US interventions into national elections in 1964 and 1970, and into
congressional elections in the intervening years.

Socialist Salvador Allende fell victim in 1964, but won in 1970 despite amillitin,
multifaceted CIA operation against him. The Agency then orchestrated hisadlawa
1973 military coup.16

Portugal, 1974-5

In the years following the coup in 1974 by military officers who talked like soisiatise
CIA revved up its propaganda machine while tunneling many millions of dollars to
support "'moderate” candidates, in particular Mario Soares and hisllgsd-&ocialist
Party. At the same time, the Agency enlisted social-democratic pafriféestern Europe



to provide further funds and support to Soares. It worked. The Socialist Party beeame t
dominant power.17

Australia, 1974-75

See "Interventions"” chapter.

Jamaica, 1976

A CIA campaign to defeat social democrat Michael Manley's bid foecgeh featured
disinformation, arms shipments, labor unrest, economic destabilizatiorgifihanpport
for the opposition and attempts upon Manley's life. Despite it all, he was vict@éBous.

Panama, 1984, 1989

In 1984, the CIA helped finance a highly questionable presidential elegictaly for

one of Manuel Noriega's men. The opposition cried "fraud”, but the new presaent
welcomed at the White House. By 1989, Noriega was no longer a Washington favorite
so the CIA provided more than $10 million dollars to those opposing Noriega'satndi
as well as providing for clandestine radio and TV broadcasts to influence th&We

the Noriega man "won", Washington, on this occasion, expressed its moral fimtigna
about the fraudulent election.19

Nicaragua, 1984, 1990

In 1984, the United States, trying to discredit the legitimacy of the Sarmdinist
government's scheduled election, covertly persuaded the leading oppositioorcoatit
to take part, A few days before election day, some other rightist partibe baltot
revealed that US diplomats had been pressing them to drop out of the raceZésell
CIA also tried to split the Sandinista leadership by placing phoney full-page ads in
neighboring countries.21 But the Sandinistas won handily in a very fair election
monitored by hundreds of international observers.

Six years later, the National Endowment for Democracy (NED), Washingimetsally
created stand-in for the GIA, poured in millions of dollars to defeatdhdiistas in the
February elections. NED helped organize the Nicaraguan opposition, UNOnguifdi

the parties and organizations that formed and supported this coalition. The siiccessf
UNO was the only political party to receive US aid, even though eight other opposition
parties fielded candidates.22



Perhaps most telling of all, the Nicaraguan people were made painfaie ghat a
victory by the Sandinistas would mean a continuation of the relentlessly degnstati
being waged against them by Washington.

Haiti, 1987-1988

After the Duvalier dictatorship came to an end in 1986, the country preauiesifirst
free elections the following year. However, Haiti's main trade union |emdéared that
Washington was working to undermine the left. US aid organizations, he said, were
encouraging people in the countryside to identify and reject the entire left as
"communist”. Meanwhile, the CIA was involved in a range of support for selected
candidates until the Senate Intelligence Committee ordered the Agecesse its covert
electoral action.23

Bulgaria, 1990-1991 and Albania, 1991-1992

With no regard for the fragility of these nascent democracies, the US plaapbr role
in ousting their elected governments. See "Interventions"” chapter.

Russia, 1996

For four months (March-June), a group of veteran American political consultarked
secretly in Moscow in support of Boris Yeltsin's presidential campailgimodgh the
Americans were working independently, President Clinton's political gurl,Nbacris,
acted as their middleman to the administration, and Clinton himself &tdiryin March
that he wanted to "make sure that everything the United States did would haveva positi
impact” on the Russian's electoral campaign. Boris Yeltsin was baimged on to run

with the globalized free-market ball and it was imperative that he ttreggoal line. The
American consultants in Moscow scripted a Clinton-Yeltsin summitingem April to

allow the Russian to "stand up to the West", just like the Russian Communist-Party
Yeltsin's main opponent—insisted they would do if they won.

The Americans emphasized sophisticated methods of message deve|quttiagt

focus groups, crowd staging, direct-mailing, etc., urged more systematic domioiati
the state-owned media, and advised against public debates with the Coisinimss of
all they encouraged the Yeltsin campaign to "go negative" against the Consnunist
painting frightening pictures of what the Communists would do if they took power,
including much civic upheaval and violence, and, of course, a return to the worst of
Stalinism. With a virtual media blackout against them, the Communisesaxeremely
hard pressed to respond to the attacks or to shout the Russian equivalent of "It's the
economy, stupid.”



It is impossible to measure the value of the American consultantshbeaiunis to the

Yeltsin campaign, for there's no knowing which of their tactics the Russians waeeld ha
employed anyhow if left to their own devices, how well they would have applied them, or
how things would have turned out. But we do know that before the Americans came on
board, Yeltsin was favored by only 6 percent of the electorate. In the first rbund o
voting, he edged the Communists' 35 percent to 32, and was victorious inahe sec

round 54 to 40 percent. "Democracy,” declared Time magazine, pinieh'24

Mongolia, 1996

The National Endowment for Democracy worked for several years with the oppasiti

the governing Mongolian People's Revolutionary Party (the former communists, who had
won the 1992 election) to achieve a very surprising electoral victory. lixtlyear

period leading up to the 1996 elections, NED spent close to a million dollars in aycountr
with a population of some 2.5 million, the most significant result of whichtwvainite

the opposition into a new coalition, the National Democratic Union. Borrowimng fro

Newt Gingrich's Contract With America, the NED drafted a "Contraith e

Mongolian Voter", which called for private property rights, a free press and the
encouragement of foreign investment.25 The MPRR had already instituted Yéigien
economic reforms, which had led to widespread poverty and wiped out much of the
communist social safety net. But the new government promised to accdiersgéotms,
including the privatization of housing.26 The Wall Street Journal wagiedsiat
"shoclotherapy” was now going to become even more shocking, as with the sale of state
enterprises. The newspaper's editorial was entitled "Wisddahe®teppes".27 The new
government was one that Washington could expect to be more hospitable toa&ymeric
corporations and intelligence agencies than the MPRR. Indeed, by 199&¢itheaN

Security Agency had set up electronic listening posts in Outer Mongolia toepter

Chinese army communications, and the Mongolian intelligence service ings us

nomads to gather intelligence in China itself.28

Bosnia, 1998

Bosnia effectively became an American protectorate, with Carlastémdorp—the
Spanish diplomat appointed to enforce Washington's offspring: the 1995 pegos
accords—as the colonial Governor-General. Before the Septembeureddoti a host of
offices, Westendorp removed 14 Croatian candidates from the balleiskenizalleged
biased coverage aired in Bosnia by neighboring Croatia's state television &okipgli
by ethnic Croat army soldiers. After the election, Westendorp fired the efgetdent
of the Bosnian Serb Republic, accusing him of creating instability. In this scénasie
who appeared to support what the US and other Western powers wished veere call
"moderates”, and allowed to run for and remain in office. Those who had othehtdhoug
were labeled "hardliners”, and ran the risk of a different fate. Whesteéaorp was
chosen to assume this position of "high representative" in Bosnia in May 1897, T
Guardian of London wrote that "The US secretary of state, Madeleine Allprgiged



the choice. But some critics already fear that Mr. Westendorp wilkepy lightweight
and end up as a cipher in American hands."29

Further evidence of Washington's love affair with elections

There have also been the occasions where the United States, while (perhaps) not
interfering in the election process, was, however, involved in overthrowing a

democratically-elected government, such as in Iran 1953, GuatemalaH&bngo
1960, Ecuador 1961, Bolivia 1964, Greece 1967 and Fiji 1987.

In other countries, US interventions resulted in free, or any, elections beiagday
with completely for large stretches of time, as in Iran, South Koreag(aéd, Brazil,
Congo, Indonesia, Chile and Greece.

CHAPTER 19 : Trojan Horse: The National Endowmentfor
Democracy

How many Americans could identify the National Endowment for DemocHiacyan
organization which often does exactly the opposite of what its name implieBlEe

was set up in the early 1980s under President Reagan in the wake of all theenegat
revelations about the CIA in the second half of the 1970s. The latter wasukable

period. Spurred by Watergate, the Church Committee of the Senate, the Piké&t€emm

of the House and the Rockefeller Commission, created by the presidena|voeisy
investigating the CIA. Seemingly every other day there was a new headlirtérabou
discovery of some awful thing, even criminal conduct, the CIA had been mixed up in for
years. The Agency was getting an exceedingly bad name, and it was causing tise power
that-be much embarrassment.

Something had to be done. What was done was not to stop doing these awful things. Of
course not. What was done was to shift many of these awful things to a newatriganiz
with a nice sounding name—the National Endowment for Democracy. The id¢hawvas

the NED would do somewhat overtly what the CIA had been doing covertly for decades,
and thus, hopefully, eliminate the stigma associated with CIA coverttedivi

It was a masterpiece. Of politics, of public relations and of cynicism.

Thus it was that in 1983, the National Endowment for Democracy was set up to tsuppor
democratic institutions throughout the world through private, nongovernmental'efforts
Notice the "nongovernmental"—part of the image, part of the myth. In agfuatitially
every penny of its funding comes from the federal govern-ment, as iy chehcated in

the financial statement in each issue of its annual report. NED likefetdaeatself as an
NGO (non-governmental organization) because this helps to maintaimia ceedibility



abroad that an official US government agency might not have. But NGO is the wrong
category. NED is a GO.

Allen Weinstein, who helped draft the legislation establishing NED, was canigid
when he said in 1991: "A lot of what we do today was done covertly 25 years ago by the
CIA."1 In effect, the CIA has been laundering money through NED.

The Endowment has four principal initial recipients of funds: the Intemedt

Republican Institute; the National Democratic Institute for Intgynal Affairs; an

affiliate of the AFL-CIO (such as the American Center for Internatibabor

Solidarity); and an affiliate of the Chamber of Commerce (such as titerGer

International Private Enterprise). These institutions then disburse fundeto ot

institutions in the US and all over the world, which then often disburse funds to yet other
organizations.

In a multitude of ways, NED meddles in the internal affairs of foreign cesrity

supplying funds, technical know-how, training, educational materials, computers, fa
machines, copiers, automobiles and so on, to selected political groups, civic
organizations, labor unions, dissident movements, student groups, book publishers, news-
papers, other media, etc. NED programs generally impart the basic philosophy that
working people and other citizens are best served under a system of énpeismtclass
cooperation, collective bargaining, minimal government intervention in treoety and
opposition to socialism in any shape or form. A free-market economy is equtited w
democracy, reform and growth, and the merits of foreign investment arasizgd.

From 1994 to 1996, NED awarded 15 grants, totaling more than $2,500,000, to the
American Institute for Free Labor Development, an organization used byAHerC
decades to subvert progressive labor unions.2 AIFLD's work within Third World unions
typically involved a considerable educational effort very similar to theED

philosophy described above. The description of one of the 1996 NED grants to AIFLD
includes as one its objectives: "build union-management cooperation."3 Like nagsy thi
that NED says, this sounds innocuous, if not positive, but these in fact are iddologica
code words meaning "keep the labor agitation down...don't rock the status-qtid beat
relationship between NED and AIFLD very well captures the CIA origins of MED

The Endowment has funded centrist and rightist labor organiza-tions to help them oppose
those unions which were too militantly pro-worker. This has taken placamcér

Portugal and Spain amongst many other places. In France, during the 1983-84 period,
NED supported a "trade union-like organization for professors and studentsiirtter
"left-wing organizations of professors.” To this end it funded a seriesmnaes and the
publication of posters, books and pamphlets such as "Subversion and the Theology of
Revolution" and "Neutralism or Liberty."5 ("Neutralism" here ref® being unaligned

in the Cold War.)

NED describes one of its 1997-98 programs thus: "To identify barriers togpsiwetior
development at the local and federal levels in the Federal Republic of Yugastavio



push for legislative change...[and] to develop strategies for private ggotvth."6
Critics of Yugoslav President Slobodan Milosevic have been supported by NEP grant
for years.7

In short, NED's programs are in sync with the basic needs and objectiliedN#w
World Order's economic globalization, just as the programs have forbgsron the
same wavelength as US foreign policy.

Because of a controversy in 1984—when NED funds were used to aid a Panamanian
presidential candidate backed by Manuel Noriega and the CIA—Congressceadaw
prohibiting the use of NED funds "to finance the campaigns of candidates for public
office.” But the ways to circumvent the spirit of such a prohibition are natwlifto

come up with; as with American elections, there's "hard money" andsthsvé'

money."

As described in the "Elections" and "Interventions” chapters, NED staitess
manipulated elections in Nicaragua in 1990 and Mongolia in 1996 and helped to
overthrow democratically elected governments in Bulgaria in 1990 and Albal881in
and 1992. In Haiti in the late 1990s, NED was busy working on behalf of right-wing
groups who were united in their opposition to former president Jean-BertratideAris
and his progressive ideology.8 NED has made its weight felt in the electatiafpol
process in numerous other countries.

NED would have the world believe that it's only teaching the ABCs of democracy and
elections to people who don't know them, but in all five countries named abovaddere
already been free and fair elections held. The problem, from NED's pointgfisithat
the elections had been won by political parties not on NED's favorites list.

The Endowment maintains that it's engaged in "opposition build' ing" and "encouraging
pluralism". "We support people who otherwise do not have a voice in their political
system," said Louisa Coan, a NED program officer.9 But NED hasn'tdaawaiid to

foster progressive or leftist opposition in Mexico, El Salvador, Guatemalardgjua or

Eastern Europe—or, for that matter, in the United States—even though thgze ayeu

hard pressed for funds and to make themselves heard. Cuban dissident groups and media

are heavily supported however.

NED's reports carry on endlessly about "democracy", but at best it's atmuzkesure of
mechanical electoral democracy they have in mind, not economic deypeothing
that aims to threaten the powers-that-be or the way-things-are, aht@ssse it's in a
place like Cuba.

The Endowment played an important role in the Iran-Contra affair of the 1980d
key components of Oliver North's shadowy "Project Democracy" networkhwhic
privatized US foreign policy, waged war, ran arms and drugs and engaged in other
equally charming activities. At one point in 1987, a White House spokesmedh thtat
those at NED "run Project Democracy".10 This was an exaggeratioolid \Wwave been



more correct to say that NED was the public arm of Project Demgavide North ran

the covert end of things. In any event, the statement caused much less of a $tirdisan i
in an earlier period—it had been revealed that it was the CIA which was behinchsuch a
unscrupulous operation.

NED also mounted a multilevel campaign to fight the leftist insurgendyeifhilippines
in the mid-1980s, funding a host of private organizations, including unions and the
media.11 This was a replica of a typical CIA operation of pre-NED days.

And between 1990 and 1992, the Endowment donated a quarter-million dollars of
taxpayers' money to the Cuban-American National Foundation, the ultra:fantat

Castro Miami group. The CANF, in turn, financed Luis Posada Carriles, one obste m
prolific and pitiless terrorists of modern times, who was involved in theibpup of a
Cuban airplane in 1976, which killed 73 people. In 1997, he was involved in a series of
bomb explosions in Havana hotels.12

The NED, like the CIA before it, calls what it does supporting democracy. The
governments and movements whom the NED targets call it destabiliz8tion

CHAPTER 20 : The US versus the World at the UnitedNations

America, we have all been taught for more than half a century, is tex &d'The
Free World". If this is so, it's proper to ask: Where are the followers?a/ihehe
evidence that Washington's world view sways the multitude of other governamehts
leaders by virtue of other than the US being a 10,000-pound gorilla zillionalref2\V¢
the loyalty and admiration engendered by intellectual or moral leadership?isto enl
support for its wars in Korea, Vietnam, Afghanistan, the Persian Gulf and “éuggsl|
the United States had to resort to bribery, threats and chicanery. At thd Nattens,
with noteworthy regularity, Washington has found itsel—often alone, sometimes joined
by one or two other countries—standing in opposition to General Assembly resolutions
aimed at furthering human rights, peace, nuclear disarmament, econorog, jingti
struggle against South African apartheid and Israeli lawlessness and otjresspive
causes.

The table below shows a portion of this pattern. It covers an arbitrarilgrcii@syear
period, 1978 through 1987, and is composed of the following sections:

1978-1981: All voting in the General Assembly examined; only those resolutions for
which the US cast a solitary "no" vote or was joined by one or two other nations are

listed.

1982-1983: All voting in the General Assembly examined; only those resolutions for
which the US cast a solitary "no" vote are listed.



1984-1987: Only a sample of General Assembly resolutions are shown, prifoaril
diversity.

In total, almost 150 examples are given. The number of abstentions is not Shene
were many other resolutions in this period where Israel cast a soht@rydte and the
US was the sole abstainer.

Voting on resolutions of the Security Council and the Economic and Social Council are
not included here, but these votes show a very similar pattern. In the Council, a US
solitary "no" vote is of course enough to defeat a measure.

The 1983 US invasion of Grenada was almost universally condemned in LagncAm

only the military dictatorships of Chile, Guatemala and Uruguay expressing support. The
United Nations voted its disapproval overwhelmingly. To this President Reagan
responded: "One hundred nations in the UN have not agreed with us on just about
everything that's come before them where we're involved, and it didn't upseeakfast

at all."1

One of the evils of communist states, we were always told, was that theypeious
to world opinion.

...a decent respect to the opinions of mankind...

The Declaration of Independence

Date/lssue Resolution Number Yes-No Vote

1978

Dec. 15 33/75 119-2 (US, Israel)

Urges the Security Council, especially its permanent members, to takeedsary
measures for insuring UN decisions on the maintenance of internatiecal ped
security

Dec. 18 33/110 110-2 (US, Israel)

Living conditions of the Palestinian people

Dec. 18 33/113C 97-3 (US, Israel, Guatemala)

Condemnation of Israeli human rights record in occupied territories

Dec. 19 33/136 1194 (US)



Calls upon developed countries to increase quantity and quality of development
assistance to underdeveloped countries

1979

Jan. 24 33/183M 114-3 (US, France, UK)

To end all military and nuclear collaboration with apartheid South
Africa

Jan. 29 33/196 111-1 (US)

Protectionism of developing countries' exports

Nov. 23 34/46 136-1 (US)

Alternate approaches within the UN system for improving the enjoyment arhtights
and fundamental freedoms

Nov. 23 34/52E 121-3 (US, Israel, Australia)

Return of inhabitants expelled by Israel

Dec. 11 34/83J 120-3 (US, UK, France)

Negotiations on disarmament and cessation of nuclear arms race
Dec. 12 34/90A 111-2 (US, Israel)

Demand that Israel desist from certain human rights violations

Dec. 12 34/93D 132-3 (US, UK, France)

Strengthening arms embargo against South Africa

Dec. 12 34/931 134-3 (US, UK, France)

Assistance to the oppressed people of South Africa and their liberatiomeatve
Dec. 14 34/100 104-2 (US, Israel)

Against support for intervention in the internal or external affairs tédsta

Dec. 14 34/113 120-2 (US, Israel)



Request for report on the living conditions of Palestinians in occupied Aralriesunt
Dec. 14 34/133 112-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Assistance to Palestinian people

Dec. 14 34/136 118-2 (US, Israel)

Sovereignty over national resources in occupied Arab territories

Dec. 17 34/158 121-2 (US, Israel)

Prepare and carry out the UN Conference on Women

Dec. 17 34/160 122-2 (US, Israel)

Include Palestinian women in agenda of UN Conference on Women

Dec. 19 34/199 1124 (US)

Safeguarding rights of developing countries in multinational trade neégosiat
1980

Nov. 3 35/13E 96-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Requests Israel to return displaced persons

Dec. 5 35/57 134-1 (US)

Establishment of a New International Economic Order to promotgrtveth of
underdeveloped countries and international economic co-operation

Dec. 5 35/75 118-2 (US, Israel)
Condemns lIsraeli policy regarding the living conditions of Palestinian people
Dec. 11 35/119 134-3 (US, UK, France)

Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Dec. 11 35/122C 118-2 (US, Israel)

Israeli human rights practices in occupied territories [Same dayasm@solutions,
35/122E—119-2 vote, and 35/122F—117-2}



Dec. 11 35/136 132-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Endorse Program of Action for Second Half of UN Decade for Women

Dec. 12 35/145A 111-2 (US, UK)

Cessation of all nuclear test explosions

Dec. 12 35/154 110-2 (US, Albania)

Declaration of non-use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear states

Dec. 15 35/169C 120-3 (US, Israel, Australia)

Rights of Palestinians

Dec. 15 35/174 120-1 (US)

Emphasizing that the development of nations and individuals is a human right
Dec. 16 35/206J 137-3 (US, UK, France)

Assistance to oppressed people of South Africa and their national liberatvememt
1981

Oct. 28 36/12 1454 (US)

Anti-racism; condemns apartheid in South Africa and Namibia

Oct. 28 36/13 124-1 (US)

Condemns collaboration of certain states and transnational corpora-tibrserSouth
African government

Oct. 28 36/15 114-2 (US, Israel)
Demand that Israel cease excavations of certain sites in E. Jerusalem
Nov. 9 36/18 123-1 (US)

To promote co-operative movements in developing countries (agri-cultural, savidg
credits, housing, consumer protection, social services, etc.)

Nov. 9 36/19 126-1 (US)



The right of every state to choose its economic and social system in acttotdenwill
of its people, without outside interference in whatever form it takes

Nov. 13 36/27 109-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns lIsrael for its bombing of an Iragi nuclear installation

Dec. 1 36/68 133-3 (US, UK, Guatemala)

Condemns activities of foreign economic interests in colonial teiegor
Dec. 4 36/73 109-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns lIsraeli policy regarding living conditions of the Palestinian people
Dec. 9 36/84 118-2 (US, UK)

Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons

Dec. 9 36/87B 107-2 (US, Israel)

Establishment of a nuclear-weapon free zone in the Middle East
Dec. 9 36/92J 78-3 (US, Canada, Brazil)

World-wide action for collecting signatures in support of measures vemrauclear
war, curb the arms race and promote disarmament

Dec. 9 36/96B 109-(US)

Urges negotiations on prohibition of chemical and biological weapons
Dec. 9 36/98 101-2 (US, Israel)

Demands Israelis renounce possession of nuclear weapons

Dec. 10 36/120A 121-2 (US, Israel)

Rights of the Palestinian people

Dec. 10 36/120B 119-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Palestinian rights

Dec. 10 36/120E 139-2 (US, Israel)



Status of Jerusalem
Dec. 14 36/133 135-1 (US)

Declares that education, work, health care, proper nourishment, natioakmeent,
etc. are human rights

Dec. 16 36/146A 141-2 (US, Israel)

Palestinian refugees in the Gaza Strip

Dec. 16 36/146B 121-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Rights of displaced Palestinians to return to their homes

Dec. 16 36/146C 117-2 (US, Israel)

Revenues derived from Palestinian refugees' properties

Dec. 16 36/146G 119-2(US, Israel)

Establishment of University of Jerusalem for Palestinian refugees
Dec. 16 36/147C 111-2 (US, Israel)

Israeli violations of human rights in occupied territories

Dec. 16 36/147F 114-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns Israeli closing of universities in occupied territories
Dec. 16 36/149B 147-2 (US, Israel)

Calls for the establishment of a new and more just world information and
communications order

Dec. 16 36/150 139-2 (US, Israel)

Opposes Israel's decision to build a canal linking the Mediterranean
Sea to the Dead Sea

Dec. 17 36/172C 136-1 (US)

Condemns aggression by South Africa against Angola and other African states



Dec. 17 36/172H 129-2 (US, UK)

To organize an international conference of trade unions on sanctions against $icath Af
Dec. 17 36/172 126-2 (US, UK)

To encourage various international actions against South Africa

Dec. 17 36/172N 139-1 (US)

Support of sanctions and other measures against South Africa

Dec. 17 36/1720 138-1 (US)

Cessation of further foreign investments and loans for South Africa

Dec. 17 36/173 115-2 (US, Israel)

Permanent sovereignty over national resources in occupied Palestineeméirab
territories

Dec. 17 36/226B 121-2 (US, Israel)

Non-applicability of Israeli law over the Golan Heights
Dec. 18 36/234B 127-1 (US)

UN accounting changes for 1980-1

1982 [only solitary US votes]

Oct. 28 37/7 111-1

World Charter for protection of the ecology

Nov. 15 37/11 136-1

Setting up UN conference on succession of states in respect to state progtaxigsar
and debts

Dec. 3 37/47 124-1

Appeal for universal ratification of the convention on the suppression and punishment of
apartheid



Dec. 9 37/69E 141-1

Promoting international mobilization against apartheid

Dec. 9 37/69G 138-1

Drafting of international convention against apartheid in sports
Dec. 9 37/69H 134-1

Cessation of further foreign investments and loans for South Africa
Dec. 9 37/73 111-1

Need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty

Dec. 9 37/78A 114-1

Request to US and USSR to transmit a status report on their nuclearegotisitions
[USSR abstained]

Dec. 9 37/83 138-1
Prevention of arms race in outer space
Dec. 10 37/94B 131-1

Support of UNESCO's efforts to promote a new world information and comatiams
order

Dec. 13 37/98A 95-1
Necessity of a convention on the prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons
Dec. 16 37/103 113-1

Development of the principles and norms of international law relating to ¥he ne
economic order

Dec. 17 37/131 129-1

Measures concerning the UN Joint Staff Pension Board, including prevention of
exclusion of certain UN employees

Dec. 17 37/137 146-1



Protection against products harmful to health and the environment

Dec. 18 37/199 131-1

Declares that education, work, health care, proper nourishment, natioakmeent,
etc. are human rights

Dec. 20 37/204 141-1

Motion for a review of the implementation of the Charter of Economic Rigit$aities
of States

Dec. 21 37/237/XI 132-1

Adequacy of the conference facilities of the Economic Commission farafdt Addis
Ababa

Dec. 21 37/251 146-1
Development of the energy resources of developing countries
Dec. 21 37/252 124-1

Restructuring international economic relations toward establishing antewational
economic order

1983

Nov. 22 38/19 110-1

International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Aparthei
Nov. 22 38/25 131-1

The right of every state to choose its economic and social system in acttotdewill
of its people, without outside interference in whatever form it takes

Dec. 5 38/39E 149-1
Disseminating material and organizing conferences in the campaign agairtbeal
Dec. 5 38/391 140-1

Urges the Security Council to consider sanctions against South Africa asst agaii@st
apartheid
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Dec. 5 38/39K 145-1

Authorizes the International Convention against Apartheid in Sports to consnue it
consultations

Dec. 15 38/70 147-1

Outer space should be used for peaceful purposes; prevention of an arms race in outer
space

Dec. 16 38/124 132-1

Declares that education, work, health care, proper nourishment, natioakmeent,
etc. are human rights

Dec. 19 38/128 110-1

Development of the principles and norms of international law relating to ¥hevodd
economic order

Dec. 19 38/150 137-1
Transport and Communications Decade in Africa
Dec. 20 38/182 116-1

Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types and systemgohwea
mass destruction

Dec. 20 38/183M 133-1

Requests nuclear-arms states to submit to General Assembly annual cepoeasures
taken for prevention of nuclear war and reversing the arms race

Dec. 20 38/187A 98-1

Urges intensification of negotiations to achieve an accord on a prohibition ofazthemi
and bacteriological weapons

Dec. 20 38/188G 113-1



Requests a study on the naval arms race

Dec. 20 38/188H 132-1

Independent Commission on Disarmament and Security Issues
Dec. 20 38/202 126-1

Strengthening the capacity of the UN to respond to natural and other disasters

1984 [selected resolutions]

Nov. 8 39/9 134-2 (US, Israel)

Cooperation between the UN and the League of Arab States

Nov. 16 39/14 106-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns lIsraeli attack against Iragi nuclear installation

Nov. 23 39/21 145-1

Report of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination
Dec. 5 39/411 119-2 (US, UK)

Reaffirming the right of St. Helena to independence

Dec. 5 39/42 121-2 (US, UK)

Condemns support of South Africa in its Namibian and other policies
Dec. 11 39/49A 127-2 (US, Israel)

Rights of the Palestinian people

Dec. 11 39/49D 121-3 (US, Israel, Canada)

Convening a Middle East peace conference

Dec. 12 39/62 125-1

Prohibition of development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass
destruction



Dec. 12 39/65B 84-1

Prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons
Dec. 13 39/72G 146-2 (US, UK)

International action to eliminate apartheid

Dec. 13 39/73 138-2 (US, Turkey)

Law of the sea.

Dec. 14 39/95A 120-2 (US, Israel)

Israeli human rights violations in occupied territories
Dec. 14 39/95H 143-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns assassination attempts against Palestinian mayors ok @gprehension
and prosecution of the perpetrators

Dec. 17 39/147 94-2 (US, Israel)

Condemns lIsrael's refusal to place its nuclear facilities under Intarab#itomic
Energy Agency safeguards

Dec. 17 39/148N 123-1

Nuclear-test ban, cessation of nuclear-arms race, nuclear disarmament
Dec. 17 39/151F 141-1

Request to continue UN study on military research and development
Dec. 17 39/161B 143-1

Commemorating the 25th anniversary of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples

Dec. 18 39/224 146-2 (US, Israel)

Economic and social assistance to the Palestinian people

Dec. 18 39/232 118-2 (US, Israel)



Support of the UN Industrial Development Organization

Dec. 18 39/233 120-1

Industrial Development Decade for Africa

Dec. 18 39/243 123-2 (US, Israel)

Staff and administrative questions regarding the Economic Commissid/ekiern Asia
1985

Dec. 13 40/114 134-1

Indivisibility and interdependence of economic, social, cultural, civil andgadliights
Dec. 13 40/124 130-1

Alternative approaches within the UN system for improving the enjoymédniroén
rights and fundamental freedoms

Dec. 13 40/148 121-2 (US, Israel)
Measures to be taken against Nazi, Fascist and neo-Faseitiescti
Dec. 17 40/445 133-1

International cooperation in the interrelated areas of money, financereszhirce flow,
trade and development

1986

Oct. 27 41/11 124-1

Zone of peace and co-operation in the South Atlantic
Dec. 3 41/68A 148-1

New world information order, led by UNESCO, to eliminate existing inrzada in the
information and communications fields

Dec. 4 41/90 126-1

Review of the Implementation of the Declaration of the Strengthening of Interalat
Security



Dec. 4 41/91 117-1

Need for result-oriented political dialogue to improve the internationaltsn
Dec. 4 41/92 102-2 (US, France)

Establishment of a comprehensive system of international peacecanidyse
Dec. 4 41/128 146-1

Declaration on the right to development

Dec. 4 41/151 148-1

Measures to improve the situation and ensure the human rights and dignityigfrafit
workers

Dec. 8 41/450 146-1

Protection against products harmful to health and the environment
1987

Oct. 15 42/5 153-2 (US, Israel)

Cooperation between the UN and the League of Arab States

Nov. 12 42/18 94-2 (US, Israel)

Need for compliance in the International Court of Justice concerning mnitel
paramilitary activities against Nicaragua

Dec. 2 42/69J 145-2 (US, Israel)

Calls upon Israel to abandon plans to remove and resettle Palestiniangeflipee
West Bank away from their homes and property

Dec. 7 42/101 150-04 (US sole abstainer)
A call for a "convention on the rights of the child"

Dec. 7 42/159 153-2 (US, Israel)



Measures to prevent international terrorism, study the underlying poéihdaéconomic
causes of terrorism, convene a conference to define terrorism and terdiéfer it from
the struggle of people for national liberation

Dec. 8 42/162B 140-1

Financing the training of journalists and strengthening communica-tion senvites i
underdeveloped world

Dec. 11 42/176 94-2 (US, Israel)

Ending trade embargo against Nicaragua

Dec. 11 42/198 154-1

Furthering international co-operation regarding the external debt problems
Dec. 11 42/441 131-1

Preparation of summary records for a UN conference on Trade and Developme
Necessity of ending the US embargo against Cuba

1992 59-2 (US, Israel)*

1993 88-4 (US, Israel, Albania, Paraguay)

1994 101-2 (US, Israel)

1995 117-3 (US, Israel, Uzbekistan)

1996 138-3 (US, Israel, Uzbekistan)**

1997 143-3 (US, Israel, Uzbekistan)

1998 157-2 (US, Israel)

1999 155-2 (US, Israel)

* Romania also voted "no", by mistake.

** For the first time, all 15 European Union countries voted yes.

It should be remembered that for years American political leaders atid were fond
of labeling Cuba an "international pariah."



Food is not a human right

As noted above, in 1982 and 1983 the US was alone in voting against a declhadtion t
education, work, health care, proper nourishment and national development are hum
rights. It would appear that even 13 years later, official Americéndgs had not
"softened”. In 1996, at a United Nations-sponsored World Food Summit, thaoklS t

issue with an affirmation by the summit of the "right of everyone to haveatcsafe

and nutritious food". The United States insisted that it does not recognize ad'right t
food". Washington instead championed free trade as the key to ending the poverty at the
root of hunger, and expressed fears that recognition of a "right to food" could lead to
lawsuits from poor nations seeking aid and special trade provisions.2

Some other items you may have missed about the US at the UN

In 1949, the United States induced UN Secretary-General Trygve Lgede & a
written secret agreement with the US State Department whereby,ationobf basic
liberties and of the United Nations Charter, applicants for and incusioetdiN
secretariat positions would be "screened", without their knowledge, by b&age
Although directed in the first instance against American citi-zens—who, miungbe
about 2,000, then constituted approximately half of the UN headquarters personnel—the
influence of this clandestine agreement extended to UN employees of dtbealnsies,
and permeated UN specialized agencies abroad. The agreement waspintatte
formalize a policy that had already been well established: a S¢gi@rfthent policy
aimed at excluding committed internationalists from the internatowihservice and
aligning that service with partisan US attitudes.3

In 1952, "on the basis of confidential information supplied by the United States
Government", Lie dismissed three American secretariat employeebsad invoked the
Fifth Amendment before a Senate subcommittee on internal security. Seven othe
American employees, who had done the same, were placed on compulsory Ileave wit

pay.4

In 1983, the American Deputy UN Ambassador told other UN members thayif t
wanted to move UN headquarters out of the United States, the Reagan taaoinis
would do nothing to stop them. Said Charles Lichenstein: "We will put no impediments
in your way. The members of the US mission will be down at the docks waving you
farewell as you sail into the sunset."5

CHAPTER 21 : Eavesdropping on the Planet

Any sound that Winston made, above the level of a very low whisper, would be picked
up by it.. .There was of course no way of knowing whether you were being watched at



any given moment.. .You had to live—did live, from habit that became instinct—in the
assumption that every sound you made was overheard, and, except in darkness, every
movement scrutinized.

George Orwell, 1984

George didn't have it quite right about the darkness. Night-vision technology is
becoming less science-fictionish even as you read this. And he wrote of ong,countr
Oceania. A large country to be sure, but certainly not the entire world. Coudtvdne h
imagined how it would be only sixteen years further into the future?

Can people in the year 2000 imagine a greater invasion of privacy on all of ealitbf in a
history?

Like a mammoth vacuum cleaner in the sky, the National Security AgeiS#) (®licks

it all up: fax, home phone, cellular phone, email, telex...satellite tranemgséiber-optic
communica-tions traffic, microwave links...voice, text, images...if it runs on
electromagnetic energy, NSA is there, with high, high tech. Seven days a wegky-Tw
four hours a day. Perhaps billions of messages sucked up each day. Who knows how
many? No one escapes. Not presidents, prime ministers, the UN SeGetengal, the

pope, the Queen of England, transnational corporation CEOs, friend, foe, your Aunt
Lena...if god has a phone, it's being monitored...maybe your dog isn't being tapped. The
oceans will not protect you. American submarines have been attaching tapping pods t
deep underwater cables for decades.

Under a system codenamed ECHELON—Iaunched in the 1970s to spy on Sovie satellit
communications—the NSA and its (very) junior partners in Britain, Austraéa; N

Zealand and Canada operate a network of massive, highly automated interception
stations, covering the globe amongst them. In multiple ways, each of the cuntrie
involved is breaking its own laws, those of other countries, and international law—the
absence of court-issued warrants permitting surveillance of named indsvisllait one
example. But who is to stop them?

In 1999, the House Intelligence Committee of the US Congress sought ild&Aal
documents about its compliance with the law that prohibits it from deliberate
eavesdropping on Americans, either in the United States or overseas, unfegsritye
can establish probable cause to believe that they are agents of a foreigmgotern
committing espionage or other crimes. NSA stonewalled the committee.1

Apart from specifically-targeted individuals and institutions, the ECBIN system

works by indiscriminately intercepting very large quantities of communicasindsising
computers to identify and extract messages of interest from theomassanted ones.
Every intercepted message—all the embassy cables, the business deatdatketbe
birthday greetings—is searched for keywords, which could be anything the searchers
think might be of interest. Computers can "listen" to telephone calls anghize when



keywords are spoken. Those calls are extracted and recorded separatelgi¢ody: to
in full by humans.2 The list of specific targets at any given time is undoubtedly wide
ranging, at one point including the likes of Amnesty International and ChristiaB Aid

However, the people running ECHELON are not actually superhuman: they admit they
have serious technical problems; they can't always intercept the Inteeadily as
they'd like; fiber-optic transmissions (which transmit a vast volunuigithl data as a

stream of light) pose even greater difficulties; and the data theytasligowing
exponentially, overwhelmingly—sorting and analyzing the random communications in a

meaningful way presents a prodigious challenge.

On the other hand, encryption expert Whitfield Diffie of Sun Microsystems sisgihas

these alarms raised by NSA may be a self-interested ruse. "Wlagethey wants us to
believe—they used to be great, but these days they have trouble reading the newspaper,
the Internet is too complicated for them, there is so much traffic and danhé&yind what

they want. It may be true, but it is what they have been 'saying' for yearsnitenent

for NSA to have its targets believe it is in trouble. That doesn't meart inisrduble,

but it is a reason to view what spooky inside informants say with skepticism."4gHe m
have added that raising such alarms also helps greatly at budget time.

ECHELON is carried out without official acknowledgment of its exisk, let alone any
democratic oversight or public or legislative debate as to whether it senuesaa

purpose. Which is to say: What gives the United States the right to do this? In Great
Britain, when Members of Parliament have raised questions about thaescbvithe

NSA and its ever-expanding base in Menwith Hill, North Yorkshire, the government has
consistently refused to supply any information.

The base in England is now the NSA's largest listening post in the world. Syrawli
across 560 acres, it has an operations center and on-site town, includirgy bbaps, a
chapel, a sports center and its own uninterruptible electricity supply.5

The extensiveness of the ECHELON global network is a product of decadesngkint

Cold War activity. Yet with the end of the Cold War, its budget—far from beiegtigr
reduced—has been increased, and the network has grown in both power and reach; yet
another piece of evidence that the Cold War was not a battle againstisgneatied
"communism".

The European Parliament in recent years has been waking up to this intrusion into the
continent's affairs. The parliament's Civil Liberties Committearogssioned a report,
which appeared in 1998 and recommended a variety of measures for detlitigew
increas-ing power of the technologies of surveillance. It bluntly advised: "Titop&an
Parliament should reject proposals from the United States for makuagegpmessages

via the global communications network [Internet] accessible to USigetetle agencies."
The report urged a fundamental review of the involvement of the NSA in Europe,
suggesting that the agency's activities either be scaled down, or becoenepewand



accountable. It also denounced Britain's role as a double-agent, spying on its own
European partners.6

"It is profoundly shocking and should provoke a general outcry,"” Jean-Pierre Millet, a
French lawyer specializing in computer crime, told the French newspapégdre.
"Britain's European partners have a right to be furious but [the Bntisht abandon

their pact with the US."7

Such concerns have been privately expressed by governments and memleers of th
European Parliament since the end of the Cold War, but the US has contingeain e
ECHELON surveillance in Europe, principally because of heightened interes
commercial espionage—to uncover industrial information that would provide Aaneric
corporations with an advantage over foreign rivals.

German security experts have found that ECHELON is engaged in heavy commercial
spying in Europe. Victims have included such German firms as the wind generator
manufacturer Enercon. In 1998, Enercon developed what it thought was a secret
invention, enabling it to generate electricity from wind power at a fapdreate than
before. However, when the company tried to market its invention in the Untsxs St
was confronted by its American rival, Kenetech, which announced that it hadyalread
patented a near-identical development. Kenetech then brought a court order against
Enercon to ban the sale of its equipment in the US. In a rare public disclosu@Aan N
employee, who refused to be named, agreed to appear in silhouette on Germaanrtelevisi
to reveal how he had stolen Enercon's secrets. He said he used sa@liitation to tap
the telephone and computer link lines that ran between Enercon's ndabaratory and

its production unit some 12 miles away. Detailed plans of the compangtdimvwere
then passed on to Kenetech.8

In 1994, Thomson SA, located in Paris, and Airbus Industrie, based in Blagaaoe F
also lost lucrative contracts, snatched away by American rivals aydefbbmation
covertly collected by the NSA and Cl A.9 The same agencies also eayestimp
Japanese representatives during negotiations with the United States in é986tov
parts trade.10

German industry complains that it is in a particularly vulnerable position betaeis
government forbids its security services from conducting similar industpionage.
"German politicians still support the rather naive idea that polititas ahould not spy

on each other's businesses. The Americans and the British do not have such illusions,"
said journalist Udo Ulfkotte, a specialist in European industrial espidiiage

In 1999, Germany demanded that the United States recall three CIA opsefatitieeir
activities in Germany involving economic espionage. The news repod thatethe
Germans "have long been suspicious of the eavesdropping capabilities of theusnorm
U.S. radar and communications complex at Bad Aibling, near Munich", which istin fa
an NSA intercept station. "The Americans tell us it is used solely to ononit
communications by potential enemies, but how can we be entirely sure thatetimey ar



picking up pieces of information that we think should remain completely secs&&} a
senior German official.12 Japanese officials most likely have been soidlar story by
Washington about the more than a dozen signals intelligence bases phicthda
allowed to be located on its territory.13

The European Union and the FBI

Despite all the above expressed misgivings, the Council (or Council of M#)iefehe
European Union has been working closely with the FBI since the early 1990&topde
a system for intercepting telecommunications in its member countrievéotke "law
enforcement community" (police, immigration, customs, and internatiggcu
ECHELON, by contrast, is run by and serves the "military-intelligence contyruni

Known as the EU-FBI telecommunications surveillance system (soageteferred to as
ENFOPOL), it would carry tapping of the Internet to a new level. Specializetdasef
would be installed at Internet Service Providers (ISP) which would be egnfotirtu-
ally") controlled by law enforcement agencies. The effect would be to auttmate
interception of messages. How feasible this is technically remains ézbe s

Furthermore, if the ISPs provided "encoding, compression or encryption” to drearof t
customers, they would have to provide it en clair (decrypted) to the law emfent

agencies. ISPs and network operators (e.g., satellite communicatimoesksg would not
be granted new or extended operating licenses at national level unless thegdompli

Like much in the EU-FBI agreement, these requirements are inspired byltHés-B
something the Bureau couldn't get away with at home. There has been stroagaesist
from some of the communication companies in Europe as well, but the plaste
proceeds unfazed, putting forth recommendations about amendments to natisral law
"ensure that surveillance will be possible within the new systems". The ptdnda
extending the system to countries outside the European Union.

As of the end of 1999, the final draft of the agreement was not yet ready to btesibm
to EU states for ratification; one reason for the delay was that variougyssewices
had been exerting full-court presses to maximize surveillance coveragaramiize
control and accountability.14

Encryption

In their quest to gain access to more and more private information, the NSABt and
other components of the US national security establishment have begeciwayears

in a campaign to require American telecommunications manufacturersraedsda
design their equipment and networks to optimize the authorities' wiretadmlitg, and

to impose a national civilian cryptography standard designed to allow thengwsd to
decode encrypted communica-tions at will. The power to favor or block approval of a
company's exports has been one of the carrot-and-stick tools employed bythg sec



establishment. Some industry insiders say they believe that somedh#esaapproved
for export contain NSA "back doors" (also called "trap doors").

The United States has been trying to persuade European Union countriestaslost
it "back-door" access to encryption pro-grams, claiming that this was @ tbermeeds
of law-enforcement agencies. However, a report released by the Eurgpkamént in
May 1999 asserts that Washington's plans for controlling encryption softwaueope

have nothing to do with law enforcement and everything to do with US industrial
espionage.

The NSA has also dispatched FBI agents on break-in missions to snatch codedoks fr
foreign facilities in the United States, and CIA officers to recrugif;m communications
clerks abroad and buy their code secrets, according to veteran intelligened¢sdlfic

And yet more license?

The US Justice Department as well has been pressing Congress to msike foelw
enforcement authorities to obtain search warrants to secretly entes booféces and
disable security on personal computers by ascertaining passwords atidgndéafices
that override encryption programs, this as a prelude to a wiretap or a &eéneh.16

Meanwhile, federal agencies are running "anonymous remailerdhtéraet entities
which allow people to send email without revealing their true email ssldAésrIdwide
users of these particular remailing services have no idea that thagrparprivacy
protec-tion is an American government spook of some kind. This might in faet caus
problems for some of the users, whose number probably includes dissidentsreamd h
rights activists in nations with repres-sive governments, whistle blowegsnpamnies or
government agen-cies, those wishing to report crimes and war atrocities, aNelgay
surfers who anonymously chat in online communities without fear of retribution by
neighbors or employers. Moreover, NSA reportedly concluded agreements geaesal
ago with Lotus, Microsoft, and Netscape aimed at preventing other anonymous email
i.e., some of what was beyond NSAs control. These companies have lhenbéo the
pressure of their government by secretly inserting a "back door" in theuasefsold
abroad to defeat cryptographic methods. Lotus has admitted to this.17

And the FBI is now enjoying its newest Big-Brother toy: "roving wiretaps", which allow
the tapping of any phone physically near the targeted subject, including those of friends
neighbors, business associates and strangers; be it pay phone, cellular fioore\ed
phone; regardless of who's speaking on the phone, as long as the targeted gyiiject m
use it.18

Cowardly new world
It's as if the national security establishment feels that it has aenable right to listen

in; as if there had been a constitutional amendment, applicable to the emtdestating
that "Congress shall make no law abridging the freedom of the government tgointerce



the personal communications of citizens." And the Fourth Amendment had beendchange
to read: "Persons shall be secure in their persons, houses, papers, aschgHattt
unreasonable searches and seizures, except in cases of national sedwrtyllesged.”

The worst possible scenario

When pressed on moral, legal, privacy or any other grounds to justify théioeilec
fishing expeditions, which are expanding like the universe after the Big Bang, ithe ant
privacy police invariably fall back on some version of: "What if terrorisgpéanning a
terrible act and communicating the details to each other over the telgjenasiéfax)?
Through tapping, we could find out their plans in advance and stop them."

If they can resort to the worst possible scenario—which in all likelihoodéhaes n
happened and never will unless the terrorists were all born yesterday, renththe
authorities are outrageously lucky in the extreme—then others can paint their cstn wor
scenarios. For example, in the course of the countless eavesdrops, imioisnatund to

be picked up about people cheating on their spouses. Imagine each time this leaks out
great arguments at home, depression, spousal abuse, divorce, murder, anttithenk

of the children. Not to mention the possibility of blackmail or forcing the person to
engage in espionage or treason. All it takes to flag a communication isfof tre

parties to use a couple or so of the key words in the ECHELON "dictionary"livé$e

in a lovely old white house on Clinton Street, right near me. | can shoot oventiiere i
minutes."

The greatest intelligence scam of the century

For decades, beginning in the 1950s, the Swiss company Crypto AG sold the world's
most sophisticated and secure encryption technology. The firm stakegulitstien and

the security concerns of its clients on its neutrality in the Cold War or anylhar
purchasing nations, some 120 of them—including prime US intel' ligencéstargdh as
Iran, Iraq, Libya and Yugoslavia—confident that their communications were @otect
sent messages from their capitals to their embassies, mititasjons, trade offices and
espionage dens around the world, via telex, radio and fax. And all the while, because of a
secret agreement between the company and NSA, these governments mghhage

been hand deliver' ing the messages to Washington, uncoded. For their Crypto AG
machines had been rigged before being sold to them, so that when they used them the
random encryption key could be automatically and clandestinely transmateglvaith

the enciphered message. NSA analysts could read the messagdyg as #esy could

the morning newspaper. German intelligence was in on it as well and may geen ha
been the actual owner of Crypto AG.

In 1986, because of US public statements concerning the La Belle disco bombing in Wes
Berlin, the Libyans began to suspect that something was rotten with Crypto AG's
machines and switched to another Swiss firm, Gretag Data SystemauAiGaBpears

that NSA had that base covered as well. In 1992, after a series of@uspic

circumstances over the previous few years, Iran came to a conclusiar sinhilbya's,



and arrested a Crypto AG employee who was in Iran on a business trip. He was
eventually ransomed, but the incident became well known and the scam beganéb unra
in earnest.19

Microsoft Windows

NSA has done something similar with computers. In September 1999, leanioygp&n
investigative reporter Duncan Campbell revealed that NSA had arranged iatitis vt

to insert special "keys" into Windows software, in all versions from SR®onwards.

An American computer scientist, Andrew Fernandez of Cryptonym in North Carolina,
had disassembled parts of the Windows instruction code and found the smoking gun—
Microsoft's developers had failed to remove the debugging symbols usedthistest
software before they released it. Inside the code were the labels feeya0One was

called "KEY". The other was called "NSAKEY". Fernandez presentedrdsfj at a
conference at which some Windows developers were also in attendancevélopdrs

did not deny that the NSA key was built into their software, but they refused to talk about
what the key did, or why it had been put there without users' knowledge. Fernandez says
that NSA's "back door" in the world's most commonly used operating systkes ma

"orders of magnitude easier for the US government to access your cah@futer

In February 2000, it was disclosed that the Strategic Affairs Deled@i®8), the
intelligence arm of the French Defense Ministry, had prepared a red®@®99 which

also asserted that NSA had helped to install secret programs in Microssérsoft
According to the DAS report, "it would seem that the creation of Microsoft wgelyar
supported, not least financially, by the NSA, and that IBM was made to accept the
[Microsoft] MS-DOS operating system by the same administratiame"réport stated
that there had been a "strong suspicion of a lack of security fed by insistent rumours
about the existence of spy programmes on Microsoft, and by the presence of NSA
personnel in Bill Gates' development teams." The Pentagon, said the repgort, wa
Microsoft's biggest client in the world.21

CHAPTER 22 : Kidnapping and Looting

In 1962, the United States kidnapped about 125 people from the Dominican Republic,
and took them to the US and elsewhere.

A suspected drug smuggler was spirited out of Honduras and taken to the US in 1988,
although the Honduran constitution prohibits the extradition of Honduran citizemsfor t
in other countries. Presumably, in this case, it was carried out with thevalppirthe
Honduran government under US pressure.

In December 1989, the American military grabbed Manuel Noriega in Pamaima a
hustled him off to Florida.



The following year, the Drug Enforcement Administration paid bounty hunters to abduct
Dr. Humberto Alvarez Machain from his medical office in Guadalajdiexico, fly him
to El Paso and turn him over to the DEA.

A Cypriot businessman, Hossein Alikhani, accused of violating US sanctiomstagai
Libya, was lured on board a plane in the Bahamas in 1992 in a US Custonadting
abducted to Miami.

Increasing numbers of Colombians, charged with drug offenses, are being shigyeed to t
US since Washington succeeded in forcing the government to remove a prohibition
against extradition in December 1997.1

In 1992, the US Supreme Court, ruling in the Alvarez Machain case, declared tha
although it may be "shocking" in its violation of basic principles of international la
kidnapping foreign citizens in their own country is a legally acceptable way to get the
to face charges in a US court for violating American law. Chief JusticeaWiH.
Rehnquist was willing to record for history his observation that the extradrgaty
between the United States and Mexico could be ignored because the treaty didn't
explicitly say "no kidnapping allowed".2

If memory serves, the United States fought a war in 1812 with GreainBriter this
practice.

If people can be taken with impunity, how much easier with papers and othemaimateri
goods.

Europe

In the dying days of World War I, the fascist leaders of Hungary escapedWetite

with a trainload of loot belonging to the Hungarian Jewish bourgeoisie—from furs and
stamp collections to artwork and oriental rugs, and at least one crate of gvadds
confiscated from Holocaust victims. The train got as far as Austriagwimaerican

Army forces stopped them. US officers, and likely the lower ranks as wpleche
themselves to all manner of goodies. After the war, despite repeatedrplaahe
Hungarian Jewish community, very few of the valuables were returned to tilgeiabr
owners. In 1949, Washington transferred 1,181 paintings of the Hungarian booty to
Austria in violation of international treaties stipulating that "cultpraperty" looted

during the Second World War should be returned to "the country of origin”. The Truman
administration wished to prevent such treasures from falling into the ha@asrohunist
regimes in Eastern Europe; better in the hands of the Austrians, the wilimg@lces

of Adolf Hitler.3

Guatemala



In the wake of the ClA-engineered coup of 1954, the United States confisd¢aigd a
amount of documents from the Guatemalan government, primarily in the hope of
uncovering the hand of the International Communist Conspiracy behind the government
of Jacobo Arbenz. This, after all, has been Washington's official ratitntdes day for
overthrowing Arbenz. If this is what was indeed discovered in the docuntdmds,not

been made public.

Grenada

In the midst of its completely illegal and destructive invasion of thaedsia October

1983, the United States found time to rifle through government files and tafgea |
guantity of documents back home. Washington officials then proceeded to gotedele
documents to the press to publish—such as those dealing with meetings of Grenadian
government leaders and military cooperation agreements with foreigniesartioping

that this would lend credence to the official US government position that Cuba and
Russia were planning to take over the island and use it as a springboard faliziegtab
the entire Caribbean. The documents, however, evidenced no such thing.3 Gldeed
Director William Casey was later to admit that the documentse'wet a real find".4

Panama

During their invasion of December 1989, the United States confis” ¢etesiainds of
boxes of government documents, which they refused to return.5 The occupyingakme
forces roamed the land free from the restraints of any higher power. Alongyitbey
helped themselves to all manner of other documents, files and archiveth&offices

of the media, political parties (particularly those of the left), lalmoons, etc.6

The US also seized more than 52,000 weapons, as well as armored persaeneboal
rocket launchers. Panama later asked for compensation for théaméater

There has been no return of anything nor any compensation paid.8

Germany

Sometime shortly after the collapse of the East German government inti®aA
managed to spirit away the top-secret archives of the country's intefliggeacy, the
Stasi. For the next nine years, the United States refused to return gnalrawith the
exception of some bits and pieces now and then—despite the repeated reghests of t
German government. President Clinton for some time refused to even discusdtére
with German chancellor Gerhard Schroeder. Finally, in October 1999, Ahe CI
announced that they would turn over what appears to be a substantial portion egthe fil
but the Agency would still retain a large number of selected files. Thefigagsontain
information on numerous individuals whose identity the CIA would prefer not be



exposed, presumably including their own agents who were spying on West Germany,
whom the Stasi knew about; many other files might be valuable to the Ageratysbec

the individuals would be highly vulnerable to blackmail, for whatever purpose they coul
be used by the CIA.9

Iraq

In the wake of the Persian Gulf War in 1991, Kurdish groups captured some B8 tons
Iragi government documents, which the United States later took possession of. The
papers now reside at the University of Colorado at Boulder and are open to the Public
Iraq has not asked for the return of the documents, perhaps realizing thetilitieaind
groveling nature of such a request.

Haiti

While returning Jean-Bertrand Aristide to power in 1994, the US militapebel
themselves to an estimated 160,000 documents, audio and videotapes (sotueeof to
sessions), and "trophy photos" of mutilated victims, belonging to the Haitiaargndind
paramilitary organizations. The United States has refused to hand backytsihless it
can select which ones to return, censoring any it wishes, and unless Hatitagcertain
detailed restrictions on use of the material. The decades4ong CIA imasivevith
sundry Haitian dictatorships, armed forces, death squads, torturers, drugdraféind
miscellaneous corruption gives Washington more than enough reason to keep the
material from wide dissemination. However, Haitian President RenalRras stated:
"Our position is we want all the documents back, unaltered, period."

The Haitian government has asked for the documents several time$3®3cen public
letters, private correspondence, press conferences and internamaal. &xmong the
supporters of its request have been the UN/OAS human rights missioniicétags of
present and former members of the US Congress, religious and solidawipg gn the
United States and abroad, three Nobel Peace Prize winners, Amnesigtiotal and
Human Rights Watch. The UN Human Rights Commission has demanded the return of
the documents so that the truth of "where the responsibility lies in each cas&fiasf h
rights violations could be determined. Even the British Foreign Office raisadsine
with the US State Department. Advocates for the return of the documents ghg that
absence of evidence concerning some of those who took part in the 1991 coup that
overthrew the democratically”elected Aristide contributes to theunsgand injustice
plaguing Haiti today.

For several years, Haiti and its supporters in the United Nations CoimmissHuman
Rights and in the General Assembly have tried to bring to a vote a resolution calling for
the United States to return the documents. But the US delegation has been able t
maneuver the proceedings to block such a vote.11



CHAPTER 23 : How the CIA Sent Nelson Mandela to Prison for 28
Years

When Nelson Mandela was released from prison in February 1990, Pressoege G
Bush personally telephoned the black South African leader to tell him that aticams
were "rejoicing at his release".1

This was the same Nelson Mandela who was imprisoned for almost 28 yearsebte
CIA tipped off South African authorities as to where they could find him.

And this was the same George Bush who was once the head of the CIA and who for eight
years was second in power of an administration whose CIA and National $ecurit

Agency collaborated closely with the South African intelligence service, prgvidin
information about Mandela's African National Congress.2 The ANC was a gsogre
nationalist movement whose influence had been felt in other African cajntrie

accordingly it had been perceived by Washington as being part of the legendary
International Communist Conspiracy. In addition to ideology, other ingredients in the
cooking pot the United States and South Africa both ate from was that éneséatted as

an important source of uranium for the United States, and the US was Sac#sAfr

biggest supporter at the United Nations.

On August 5, 1962, Nelson Mandela had been on the run for 17 months when armed
police at a roadblock outside Howick, Natal flagged down a car in which he was
pretending to be the chauffeur of a white passenger in the back seat. Howdbeawle

to be there was not publicly explained. In late July 1986, however, storieseppea

three South African newspapers (picked up shortly thereafter by the Loreksngod, in
part, CBS-TV) which shed considerable light on the question. The stories told of how a
CIA officer, Donald C. Rickard by name, under cover as a consular officiliiban,

had tipped off the Special Branch that Mandela would be disguised as a chaudfear
headed for Durban. This was information Rickard had obtained through an infeanma
the ANC. One year later, at a farewell party for him in South Africa, at thne fod the
notorious CIA mercenary Colonel "Mad Mike" Hoare, Rickard himself, his tongue
perhaps loosened by spirits, stated in the hearing of some of those presenhttht h
been due to meet Mandela on the fateful night, but tipped off the police insteaddRickar
refused to discuss the affair when approached by CBS-TV.3

CBS-TV newsman Allen Pizzey did interview journalist James Tomlink®ait when
the story broke in 1986. Tomlins, who was in South Africa in 1962, stated thatdRicka
had told him of his involvement in Mandela's capture.4

On June 10, 1990, The Atlanta Journal and Constitution reported that an tdiedenti
retired US intelligence officer had revealed that within hours of Malsdmleest, Paul
Eckel, then a senior CIA operative, had told him: "We have turned Mandela okier to t
South African security branch. We gave them every detail, what he would bagyea



the time of day, just where he would be. They have picked him up. It is one of our
greatest coups."5

After Mandela's release, the White House was asked if Bush woulahgeoto the

South African for the reported US involvement in his arrest at an upcominghgeeti
between the two men. In this situation, a categorical denial by the White dbary
American involvement in the arrest would have been de rigueur. However, spokesman

Marlin Fitzwater replied: "This happened during the Kennedy administrationt @’
me up for what the Kennedy people did."6

The CIA stated: "Our policy is not to comment on such allega-tions." Thisastt
Agency says when it feels that it has nothing to gain by issuing a statement. On a numbe

of other occasions, because it thought that it would serve their purpose, the CIA has
indeed commented on all kinds of allegations.

While Mandela's youth and health ebbed slowly away behind prison walls, Donald
Rickard retired to live in comfort and freedom in Pagosa Springs, Coloradesides
there still today.

CHAPTER 24 : The CIA and Drugs: Just Say "Why Not?'

In my 30-year history in the Drug Enforcement Administration and relateciagethe
major targets of my investigations almost invariably turned out to be working for the
CIA.

Dennis Dayle, former chief of an elite DEA enforcement unit 1
1947 to 1951, France

Corsican and Mafia criminal syndicates in Marseilles, Sicily and Gersiienefiting

from CIA arms, money and psychological warfare—suppressed strikes asttedire

control of labor unions from the Communist Party. In return, the CIA smoothed the way
for the gangsters to be left unmolested, and unindicted, and to reestablisioihe her
racket that had been restrained during the war—the famous "French Connibationds

to dominate the drug trade for more than two decades and was responsildstfof tie
heroin entering the United States.2

1950s to early 1970s, Southeast Asia

The Nationalist Chinese army, defeated by the communists in 1949 and forcedl@to e
became part of an army formed by the CIA in Burma to wage war against Coshmuni
China. The Agency closed its eyes to the fact that their new clienésb@eoming the
opium barons of the Golden Triangle (parts of Burma, Thailand and Laos), tlakswor



largest source of opium and heroin. Air America, the CIAs principal apliaprietary,
flew the drugs all over Southeast Asia, to sites where the opium a@esped into
heroin, and to trans-shipment points on the route to Western customers.3

During the US military involvement in Vietnam and Laos, the CIA worked glosith
certain tribal peoples and warlords engaged in opium cultivation. In exclargetfcal
or intelligence support from these elements, the Agency protectedithgioperations.

Air America pilots were again engaged in flying opium and heroin throughout thearea t
serve the personal and entrepreneurial needs of the CIAs various milidigopléical

allies, at times lining their own pockets as well; on occasion, the procsedse#ed
finance CIA covert actions off budget; ultimately, the enterprise tumaady Gls in

Vietnam into heroin addicts.

The operation was not a paragon of discretion. Heroin was refined in a lajptvatied
on the site of CIA headquarters in northern Laos. After two decades of Aamenittary
intervention, Southeast Asia had become the source of 70 percent of litie ot
opium and the major supplier for America's booming heroin market.4

1973-80, Australia

The Nugan Hand Bank of Sydney had close, if not to say intimate, ties to the CIA.
Among the bank's officers were a network of US generals, admiral®amerf(or

“former") CIA men, including William Colby, recently the Agency's directorpwias

one of the bank's lawyers. Bank Co-founder Michael Hand had been a Green Beret and
CIA contract agent in Laos, working with Air America. Many of the deposittigse

money first helped the bank get started were Air America employees.

The bank rapidly expanded, with branches in Saudi Arabia, Europe, Southeast Asia,
South America and the US. It became one of the banks of choice for international drug
traffickers (whom Nugan Hand actively solicited), money launderers, araterd and

the CIA (which used the bank for its payouts for covert operations). In 198fstami
several mysterious deaths, the bank collapsed, $50 million in debt.5

1970s and 1980s, Panama

For more than a decade, Panamanian strongman General Manuel Noriedaghés a
paid CIA asset and collaborator, despite knowledge by US drug authorities as early as
1971 that the general was heavily involved in drug trafficking and money laundering.
Noriega facilitated "guns-for-drugs" flights for the Nicaraguan Contrasjghing

protection and pilots; safe havens for drug cartel officials; and discrda@hgdacilities

for all. Yet, US officials, including CIA Director William Webstendseveral Drug
Enforcement Administration (DEA) officers, sent Noriega lettensrafse for his efforts

to thwart drug trafficking (albeit only against competitors of his Medelar&l patrons).
William Casey, who became CIA Director in 1981, declared that he dieimiunce



Noriega for his relationship with drug traffickers because the Panamaves providing
valuable support for our policies in Central America, especiallyrbigra”.6

When a confluence of circumstances led to Noriega falling into poldistdvor with
Washington, the Bush administration was reluctantly obliged to turn againdnhim
1989, the US invaded Panama, kidnapped and imprisoned the general, and falsely
ascribed the invasion to the war on drugs whereas several foreign-policytivgsera

actually lay behind the operation. Drug trafficking through Panama continued unabated
under the new US-installed government.7 Had Noriega become addicted to communis

rather than drug money, the Marines would have landed in Panama City long before.

As further indication of how US officials are in actuality relativelgisturbed about

drug trafficking as such—in stark contrast to their public pose—consider the d¢hse of
former Panamanian ambassador-at-large in Washington, Ricardo Bilonickipdd he
smuggle nearly 40,000 pounds of Colombian cocaine into the US in the early 1980s, but
because he could serve a "higher" political purpose by turning state's wgness a
Noriega, he got off with a three-year sentence, compared to Noriega's40Atdas

trial, Bilonick received letters of reference from former presidentmy Carter, former
Under-Secretary-of-State William D. Rogers, and a former US artbarsto Panama.8

There are thousands of men and women languishing in American prisons, charged with
cocaine offenses, who—in TOTAL—did not traffic in as much cocaine as Bilorick di

1980s, Central America

Washington's philosophy was consistent: let ‘em traffic in drugs, let tedemrape and
torture, let 'em burn down schools and medical clinics...as long as they caowyr out
wars, they're our boys, our good ol' boys.

Obsessed with overthrowing the leftist Sandinista government in NicaragumrRea
administration officials tolerated and abetted drug trafficking as long asatfiekers
gave support to the Contras. In 1989, the Senate Subcommittee on Terrorissticdlarc
and International Operations (the Kerry Committee) concluded a thaeenyestigation
by stating:

There was substantial evidence of drug smuggling through the war zones on the part of
individual Contras, Contra suppliers, Contra pilots, mercenaries who worttedigv

Contras, and Contra supporters throughout the region.. .U.S. officials involved in Central
America failed to address the drug issue for fear of jeopardizing the faes efgainst
Nicaragua...In each case, one or another agency of the U.S. government hadiorformat
regarding the involvement either while it was occurring, or immediately
thereafter...Senior U.S. policy makers were not immune to the idea that drag was

a perfect solution to the Contras' funding problems.9

In Costa Rica, which served as the "Southern Front" for the Contras (Honduras being the
Northern Front), there were several different CIA-Contra networks invoitverlig



trafficking, including that of CIA asset John Hull, an American whose faromgalosta
Rica's border with Nicaragua were the main staging area for the €drtihand other
CIA-connected Contra supporters and pilots teamed up with George Moralger a ma
Miami-based Colombian drug trafficker who later admitted to giving more3#ian
million in cash to the Contras. Morales' planes were loaded with weapbitwida,
flown to Central America and then brought back with cocaine on board.10

In 1989, after the Costa Rica government indicted Hull for drug trafficking, A& Rid
plane clandestinely and illegally flew him to Miami. The US repeatedlaried Costa
Rican efforts to extradite Hull back to Costa Rica to stand trial. Anothea Risan-
based drug ring involved anti-Castro Cubans whom the CIA had hired as ntibiagrs
for the Contras. Many of the Cubans had long been involved with the CIA and drug
trafficking. They used Contra planes and a Costa Rican-based shrimpngorvpech
laundered money for the CIA, to move cocaine to the United States.11

In Honduras, in exchange for allowing the US to convert the country into a grandymilitar
base, the CIA and DEA turned a virtually blind eye to the extensive drug trafficking of
Honduran military officers, government officials and others. The CIA itsgisted Alan
Hyde, a leading Honduran trafficker—the "godfather of all criminal dwsyl' according

to US government reports—to use his boats to transport Contra supplies. In ext@ange
Agency discouraged counter-narcotics efforts against Hyde. A CIA catgd ttat

Hyde's "connection to [CIA] is well documented and could prove difficult in the
prosecution stage."12

There were other way stations along the cocaine highway, such as the Gaatemal
military intelligence service, closely associated with the CIA, and whidiohed many
drug traffickers, and llopango Air Force Base in El Salvador, a key compontet 065
military intervention against the country's guerrillas. Former DEA offiedei@o
Castillo, stationed in El Salvador, has written of how Contra planes flew padbd
with cocaine, landed with impunity in various spots in the United States, ingladiAir
Force base in Texas, then returned laden with cash to finance the war. "Althende
protective umbrella of the United States Government.”

The operation at llopango was run by Felix Rodriguez (aka Max Gomez), wheerkport
to Vice President George Bush (President Reagan's "drug czar") and toNolitre of
Reagan's National Security Council staff, where North oversaw Contraiopsrat
(Reagan, after all, had hailed the Contras as the "moral equivalentfedunding
Fathers.") An entry from North's diary, August 9, 1985, reads: "Hondu€af @hich is
being used for runs out of New Orleans is probably being used for drug runs into U.S."

The CIA owned one of llopango's airport hangers, and the National SecurityilGaaonc
another. When Castillo informed DEA headquarters of the details on cocghite fliom
El Salvador to the US, his employer effectively ignored the reports; evgntastillo
was forced out of the agency.13



When some authority in the US wasn't clued in about one of the arriving drug, fagial

made an arrest, powerful strings were pulled on behalf of dropping the casaahcquit
reduced sentence or deportation. Reportedly, a US Customs agent wigaedgssm

his Texas post back to Washington because he was investigating Contra dragodeals
vigorously. There is also the case of Honduran general Jose Bueso Rosa, who was
convicted of conspiring to murder the president of Honduras, the plot being financed by a
huge cocaine deal. Senior Reagan administration officials interverted wéderal judge

to obtain leniency for Bueso to honor his services to the Contras. He receivgedise

while other defendants were sentenced to as much as 40 years.14

The connections were everywhere: Four companies that distrib-utednitamaa” aid
to the Contras but were "owned and operated by narcotics traffickers”, and under

investigation in the United States for drug trafficking, received StateriDegat
contracts of more than $800,000.15 Southern Air Transport, "formerly"o@i#ed, and

later under Pentagon contract, was deeply involved in the drug running as well.16

A former US Attorney in Miami told the Kerry Committee that Justiep&tment

officials told him that representatives of their department, the DEA arfeBhmet in
1986 "to discuss how Senator Kerry's efforts” to push for the hearings "could be

undermined".17

To make it easier for the CIA to ignore, while benefiting from, the dafgaking all

about them, in 1982 Agency Director William Casey negotiated an extragrdeeret
"memo of understanding” with Attorney General William French Smith teegpa CIA
from any legal responsibility to report drug trafficking operations of anyone working for
it.18 This agreement was not fully rescinded until 1995.

1990s, South America

Venezuelan General Ramon Guillen Davila was indicted by a federal girgnid |

Miami in 1996 for smuggling as much as 22 tons of cocaine into the United States
between 1987 and 1991. At the time he was engaged in this activity, Guakethevhead
of the Venezuelan National Guard anti-drug bureau and was what the Meaatd H

called "the CIA's most trusted man in Venezuela". The CIA, over tleetdmns of the

DEA, had approved the "controlled” shipments of cocaine to the United Stast@wnas
kind of vague operation to gather information about the Colombian drug cartels. It has
not been reported what kind of success this operation had, but at least on one oacasion, i
1990, a ton of Guillen's cocaine made it to the streets of America. [Rhactally
acknowledged this one, categorizing it as "poor judgment and managemeatpant tbf
several CIA officers".19

See the "Interventions” chapter for discussion of how Washington ignored much of the
drug trafficking of government and military personnel in Peru, Colombia andchlexi

the 1990s because of the anti-leftist campaigns being waged by these regimésS
support.



1980s to early 1990s, Afghanistan

CIA-supported Moujahedeen rebels engaged heavily in opium culti-vation whilegght
against the Soviet-supported government. The Agency's political protantidogistical
assistance enabled the growers to markedly increase their outputugiiked trucks

and mules, which had carried arms into Afghanistan, were used to transparttopi

heroin laboratories along the Afghan-Pakistan border. The output is estimase@ to h
provided up to one half of the heroin used annually in the United States and three-
guarters of that used in Western Europe. US officials admitted in 199b¢lyatad

failed to investigate or take action against the drug operation becaudesfeanot to

offend their Pakistani and Afghan allies.20 As in earlier drug-relatezhac CIA

officers may also have gotten their hands on a portion of the drug money, using it to help
finance their operations, or even themselves. In 1993, an official of thecBIsA
Afghanistan the new Colombia of the drug world.21

1986 to 1994, Haiti

While working to keep right-wing Haitian military and political leaderpower, the
CIA looked away from their drug trafficking.

Joseph Michel Francois, no. 3 man in the military government of 1991-1994, was
regularly briefed by the DEA, which shared intelligence with him on suspected drug
smuggling operations in Haiti, this while Francois was himself a leading dig lor
working with the Colombian Medellin cartel. Francois was part of a new aagam,

the National Intelligence Service (SIN), created by the CIA in 1986, gerppito fight
the cocaine trade, though SIN officers, Francois and others, themselvgscitgthe
trafficking.22

1980s, the United States and the Cocaine Import Agency

In addition to the cases cited above of drug'laden planes landing in the US unmolested by
authorities, there is the striking case of Oscar Danilo Blandon and JuamNbésweses,
two Nicaraguans living in California. To support the Contras (particularly glariperiod

in which Congress banned funding for them), as well as enriching themselves, the two
men turned to smuggling cocaine into the US under CIA protection. This led to the
distribution of large quantities of cocaine into Los Angeles' inner cityiateawhen drug
users and dealers were trying to make the costly white powder momaatoby

changing it into powerful little nuggets of "crack.” The Nicaraguans funnelediarpof
their drug profits to the Contra cause while helping to fuel a disastrodsepqalosion in
Los Angeles and other cities, and enab ling the gangs to buy automatic weapons,
sometimes from Blandon himself.



The ties between the two Nicaraguans and the CIA were visible not fatlbémea
surface, as the following indicate:

When Blandon was finally arrested in October 1986 (after Congress had defsuntieg

for the Contras and his services were much less needed), and he admiitedddiat

have sent others away for life, the Justice Department turned him loose on unsdpervis
probation after only 28 months behind bars and subsequently paid him more than
$166,000 as an informer.

According to a legal motion filed in a 1990 police corruption trial in Los Angeles:

1986 raid on Blandon's money-launderer, the police carted away numerous giiscume
purportedly linking the US government to cocaine trafficking and money laundering on
behalf of the Contras. CIA personnel appeared at the sheriff's depavtitiemtd8 hours

of the raid and removed the seized files from the evidence room. Agihesteof the
Justice Department, a federal judge issued a gag order barring anyidisofitise

matter.

When Blandon testified in 1996 as a prosecution witness in a drug trial, the federal
prosecutors obtained a court order preventing defense lawyers from delvihgsities
to the CIA.

Though Meneses was listed in the DEA's computers as a major internatianal d
smuggler and was implicated in 45 separate federal investigationslSirgehe lived

openly and conspicuously in California until 1989 and never spent a day in a US prison.
The DEA, US Customs, the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department andlifoenGa
Bureau of Narcotic Enforcement all complained that a number of the ppbbEneses

were stymied by the CIA or unnamed "national security" interests.

Lastly, the CIA-Contra-drugs nexus brings us the case of the US Attorney in San
Francisco who gave back $36,800 to an arrested Nicaraguan drug dealer, which had been
found in his possession. The money was returned after two Contra leadergessriple

the court swearing that the drug dealer had been given the cash to buy supplies "for the
reinstatement of democracy in Nicaragua." The letters were hurrealgdsafter

prosecutors invoked the Classified Information Procedures Act, a lagndddo keep
national security secrets from leaking out during trials. When a US Senatersuitiee

later inquired of the Justice Department the reason for this unusual turmtd, eliey

ran into a wall of secrecy. "The Justice Department flipped out to prevent usdtting g
access to people, records—find-ing anything out about it," recalled Jack fBhamey

chief counsel to the Kerry Senate subcommittee referred to above, whidigatess
allegations of Contra cocaine trafficking. "It was one of the most ftusiraxercises

that | can ever recall."23

The more | think about it, it's the difference between manslaughter amgmit's the
intent. The intent was not to poison black America but to raise money for the Contros
and they [the CIA] didn't really care what it came from. If it involvedrsgilirugs in

black communities, well, this was the price of admission.
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CHAPTER 25 : Being the World's Only Superpower Meas Never
Having to Say You're Sorry

| will never apologize for the United States of America. | dont care \ubdatts are.

George Bush 1

Cuba

Cuba, said US District Judge James Lawrence King on December 17;'ih997

outrageous contempt for international law and basic human rights, naifderdhuman

beings in international airspace." He then proceeded to award $187.6 millen to t

families of the Florida-based Cuban pilots who had been shot down in February 1996 by
Cuban jets while on an air mission, destination Cuba.2 (In actualit¢uban

government had done no more than any government in the world would have done under
the same circumstances. Havana regarded the planes as within Csipaceaiof serious
hostile intent, and gave the pilots explicit warning: "You are taking a risk.é®kom

the same organization had gone even further into Cuban territory on earlieons casl

had been warned by Cuba not to return.)

In November 1996, the federal government gave each of the families a dgwearpaf
$300,000 on the award, the money coming out of frozen Cuban assets.3

Such was justice, anti-communist style.

Totally ignored by the American government, however, was Cuba's lawsuityo3 Ma
1999, filed in a Havana court demanding $181.1 billion in US compensation for death
and injury suffered by Cuban citizens in four decades of "war" by Washington against
Cuba. The document outlined American "aggression”, ranging from backing fed arm
rebel groups within Cuba and the Bay of Pigs invasion in 1961, to subversion attempts
from the US naval base of Guantanamo and the planting of epidemics on the island.

Cuba said it was demanding $30 million in direct compensation for each ofit& 3,
people it said were killed by US actions and $15 million each for the 2,09%dnjtiveas
also asking $10 million each for the people killed, and $5 million eachddnjured, to
repay Cuban society for the costs it has had to assume on their behalf. That was
"substantially less" than the amount per person fixed by US Judge King in the pilots
case, the document pointed out.



Cuban officials delivered the papers for the suit to the US InteresterSecHavana.
The Americans refused to accept them. The Cuban government subsequently announced
plans to take the lawsuit to an international forum.4

Vietnam

On January 27, 1973, in Paris, the United States signed the "Agreement oy tBadin
War and Restoring Peace in Vietnam". Among the principles to which the Uisties S
agreed was the one stated in Article 21: "In pursuance of its tradlipiolnay [sic], the
United States will contribute to healing the wounds of war and to postwar membiost
of the Democratic Republic of Vietham [North Vietnam] and throughout Indachi

Five days later, President Nixon sent a message to the Prime Minister toMiirtam
in which he stipulated the following:

"(1) The Government of the United States of America will contribute ttwjaos

reconstruction in North Vietnam without any political conditions. (2) Piekary United
States studies indicate that the appropriate programs for the Unitesl coiatiebution to

postwar reconstruction will fall in the range of $3.25 billion of grant aid over 5.ygars
Nothing of the promised reconstruction aid was ever paid. Or ever will be.

However—deep breath here—Vietnam has been compensating the Unitedi$t263.
it began to pay off about $145 million in debts left by the defeated South Vieteame
government for American food and infrastructure aid. Thus, Hanoi is reimgubss
United States for part of the cost of the war waged against it.6

How can this be? The proper legal term is "extortion". The enforceropeapby
Washington included the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund, the Export-
Import Bank, the Paris Club and the rest of the international finanafé.nThe
Vietnamese were made an offer they couldn't refuse: Pay up or subject yaurself t

exquisite forms of economic torture, even worse than the consideralbhenggouVe
already experienced at the hands of our godfathers.7

At the Vietnamese embassy in Washington (a small office in an office buildingjirshe
Secretary for Press Affairs, Mr. Le Dzung, told the author in 199%hisamatter, as well
as Nixon's unpaid billions, are rather emotional issues in Vietnam, but theg@reris
powerless to change the way the world works.

Nicaragua
Under siege by the United States and its Contra proxy army for several yiearaghia

filed suit in 1984 in the World Court (International Court of Justice), threcipal
judicial organ of the United Nations, located in The Hague, Netherlands, &rfrein



the constant onslaught, which included mining its harbors. The Court ruled in 1986 that
the US was in violation of international law for a host of reasons, stated tshtngtn

"is under a duty immediately to cease and to refrain from all such a¢tsdtulity]” and

"is under an obligation to make reparation to the Republic of Nicaragua fiojuaji’.

Anticipating the suit, the Reagan administration had done the decent and righit thing:
announced, on April 6, 1984, three days before Nicaragua's filing, thattieuld not

recognize the World Court's jurisdiction in matters concerning Centrariéanfor a
two-year period.

Apart from the awesome arbitrariness of this proclamation, thésocaling of June 27,
1986 actually came after the two-year period had expired, but the United &abesliit
anyway. Washington did not slow down its hostile acts against Nicaragua, nonatd it e
pay a penny in reparation.8

Libya

The April 1986 American bombing of Libya took the lives of scores of people and
wounded another hundred or so. The dead included Libyan leader Moammar Qaddafi's
young daughter; all of Qaddafi's other seven children as well as his wie we
hospitalized, suffering from shock and various injuries. A year later, GBclaere filed

with the White House and the Department of Defense under the Feddr@lldims Act

and the Foreign Claims Act, on behalf of those killed or injured. The claim@misyere
asking for up to $5 million for each wrongful death, included Libyans,kKSree

Egyptians, Yugoslavs and Lebanese.9 Before long, the number of claiman&dreach
about 340, but none of their claims got anywhere in the American judicial sysim

the Supreme Court declining to hear the case.10

Panama

For several years following the American invasion of 1989, with its highlyudzise
bombing and ground combat, many individual Panamanians tried in various ways to
receive compensation for the death or injury of themselves or family nngnolo¢he
wreckage of their homes or businesses. But their legal claims and s@tsveteby an
implacable US government. One American law firm filed claims on behabme 200
Panamanians (all non-combatants), first in Panama with US mitithcials—under
provisions of the Panama Canal treaty—who rejected the claims, theo suit® filed in

US courts, all the way up to the Supreme Court, with each of the courts declining to hea
the cases.11

During the years 1990 to 1993, some 300 Panamanians petitioned the IntezaAmer
Commission on Human Rights of the Organization of American States (0OA8) f
finding that the United States had violated many of their rights and wasftabijast
compensation”.



In 1993, the Commission ruled the petition "admissible". But as of fall, 10@@s still
pending as to its "merits”, which were being "studied".12 It should be bomand that
over the years, the United States has wielded inordinate influence in théaDAfore

than any other member. Witness Washington's success in getting Cuba suspended fr
the organization in 1962 and kept out to the present time despite repeatedg gnagyv
publicly-expressed support for Cuba's reinstatement by other OAS members

There was a report some years ago that a few small payments— seenmmeiyhsb
arbitrary—had been made "on the ground" by US officials to Panamanians in Panama
But in December 1999, the State Department Press Office dealm@anama stated

that "the United States has not paid any compensation for combatiré&sths or

injuries or property damage due to Operation Just Cause" (this being the not-tengue-i
cheek name given to the American invasion and bombing).13 Some of the Ameatdican ai
given to Panama since 1989, the State Department added, has been used by Panama for
such purposes. The State Department puts the matter thus, it would appear,ito make
clear to the world that they do not feel any guilt or responsibility for what they did to the
people of Panama and will not succumb to any kind of coercion to pay any compensation.

On December 20, 1999, the tenth anniversary of the American invasion, huoidreds
Panamanians took to the streets to demand once again that the US pay damages t
civilian victims of the bombing.

Sudan

The EI-Shifa pharmaceutical plant had raised Sudanese medicinal selesaff from

less than five percent to more than 50 percent, while producing about 8atpsErthe
drugs used to treat the most deadly illnesses in this desperately poor country. But
August 20, 1998, the United States saw fit to send more than a dozen Tomahawk crui
missiles screaming into the plant, in an instant depriving the people of Sudam of thei
achievement. Based on a covertly acquired soil sample, Washington claah#uet

plant was producing chemical weapons. At the same time the US gave the waitkhih
impression that the factory's owner, Saleh Idris, was a close assuidiatrorists and

was involved in money laundering. Washington proceeded to freeze $24 milliorsis Idr
London bank accounts. But the US was never able to prove any of its assertions, while
every piece of evidence and every expert testimony that surfaced catggorica
contradicted the claim about chemical weapons.14 The case fell aparet®y@ind in

the meantime, Idris sued to recover his money as well as compensatisgatverized
plant.

Finally, in May 1999, the United States unfroze Idris's accounts rétueicontest his

suit because they knew they had no case. But as of the end of that year, the USchad yet t
apologize to Sudan or to Idris for the plant's destruction, or for the serious harto done

his reputation, and had yet to compensate him for the loss of the plant and the loss of
business, nor the plant's employees for the loss of their jobs and income gorpisele



who were injured. The degree of Washington's arrogance in the whole nester w
stunning, from the initial act on. "Never before," observed former CIA affidilt
Bearden, "has a single soil sample prompted an act of war againsteigogtate."15

Iraq

The American government and media had a lot of fun with an obvious piece of Iraqi
propaganda—the claim that a biological warfare facility, bombed during théXzulin
1991, had actually been a baby food factory. But it turned out that the government of
New Zealand, whose technicians had visited the site repeatedly, and various other
business people from New Zealand who had had intimate contact with the factory,
categorically confirmed that it had indeed been a baby food factory. The French
contractor who had built the place said the same. But Chairman of the JointaZhiefs
Staff, Colin Powell, insisted: "It was a biological weapons facilifythat we are sure."16
As to American compensation...this stood as much chance as a ground war wsighifiRus
the wintertime.

China

An exception? After the United States bombed the Chinese embassy iadgalyiMay

1999, Washington apologized profusely to Beijing, blaming outdated maps and such. But
this, it appears, was just a cover for the fact that the bombing wasn'tyaatualtcident.

Two reports in The Observer of London in October and November, based on NATO and
US military and intelligence sources, revealed that the embassy had rige¢edtafter

NATO discovered that it was being used to transmit Yugoslav army commangat

The Chinese were doing this after NATO jets had successfully sildmeatugoslav
government's own transmitters.17

Over and above the military need, there may have been a political purpose €iva
is clearly the principal barrier to US hegemony in Asia. The bombing ohtbassy was
perhaps Washington's charming way of telling Beijing that this is only a sanaglls of
what can happen to you if you have any ideas of resisting the American juggernaut.
Being able to have a much better than usual "plausible denial" for carryingchud su
bombing may have been irresistible to American leaders. The chance wouldoraee
again.

All of US/NATO's other bombing "mistakes" in Yugoslavia were typicallyofekd by

their spokesman telling the world: "We regret the loss of life." Thas® svords were

used by the IRA in Northern Ireland on a number of occasions over the years following
one of their bombings which appeared to have struck the wrong target. But tiogis ac
were invariably called "terrorist".

Guatemala



On March 10, 1999, in a talk delivered in Guatemala City, President Cliaiththat US
support for repressive forces in Guatemala "was wrong, and the United Siate®in
repeat that mistake." But the word "sorry" did not cross the president'sdipgid the
word "apologize", nor the word "compensation”.18 Forty years of unholytgtoeh
people for which the United States was preeminently responsible was nowiayht
word or a penny.

This was the first visit by an American president to Guatemala syraon Johnson

went there in 1968, during the height of the oppression by Washington's dignt-st
government. Johnson did not of course say that the current US policy in Guatemala was
wrong, when it would have meant a lot more than Clinton saying so 31 yeartBater

did, however, inform his audience that he had heard that Guatemala was calladd'the
of eternal spring."19

Greece

Clinton's visit to Greece in November 1999 brought out large and fiery anti-Aameric
demonstrations, protesting the recent American bombing of Yugoslavia and the
indispensable US support for the torturers par excellence of the 196/2&K jGnta.

During his one-day stop, the president found time to address a private group—"When the
junta took over in 1967 here," he told his audience, "the United States allswed it
interests in prosecuting the Cold War to prevail over its interest—I shouitssa
obligation—to support democracy, which was, after all, the cause for which we fought
the Cold War. It is important that we acknowledge that." National Securityofoun
spokesman David Leavey was quick to point out that the president's statement@bout t
former junta was "not intended as an apology."20 Questions arise. How cdhat the

US fought the Cold War to "support democracy" and wound up supporting not only the
Greek dictators but dozens of other tyrannies? Were they all simply "wrongfisaail
"mistakes", like in Guatemala? At what point do we conclude that a camtssgtquence

of "mistakes" demonstrates intended actions and policy? Moreover, if UgSitstein

the Cold War "prevailed" over the cause of democracy, we must ask: \Whheae
“Interests” that are in conflict, or at least not harmonious, with demgdhase

“"Interests"” which are routinely invoked by American statesmen, but neverawaper
name? (Hint: follow the money.)

Finally, we have the words of President Clinton spoken in Uganda in March 1998:

During the Cold War when we were so concerned about being in competition with the
Soviet Union, very often we dealt with countries in Africa and in other parte aidnd

based more on how they stood in the struggle between the United States and the Soviet
Union than how they stood in the struggle for their own people's aspirations to live up to
the fullest of their God-given abilities.21



What is going on here? Guatemala, Greece, Africa, other parts of the veottb..|
president disowning a half-century of American foreign policy? Is he sayinththat
United States brought all that death, destruction, torture and suffering to td&swor
multitudes for no good reason? That all we were diligently taught about the nobility of
the fight against the thing called "communism" was a fraud?

We'll never know what William Clinton really thinks about these things. He prgbabl

doesn't know himself. But we do know what he does. As discussed in the "Intwatiuct
and in "Interventions"”, we know that he has continued the very same kind of policies he
now repudiates. And some day a future American president may acknowledghahat w
Clinton did in Irag, Colombia, Mexico, Yugoslavia and elsewhere was "wrong" or
"mistaken”. But that future president, even while the words cross his lipsewdoing

the "wrong" thing himself in one corner of the world or another. And for the same
“interests".

CHAPTER 26 : The United States Invades, Bombs anills for It...but
Do Americans Really Believe in Free Enterprise?

Since the end of the Cold War, prominent American economists and fingpealists
have been advising the governments of Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union on
the creation and virtues of a free-enterprise system.

The US-government-financed National Endowment for Democracy is busy doing the
same on a daily basis in numerous corners of the world.

The US-controlled World Bank and International Monetary Fund will not bestow the
financial blessings upon any country that does not aggressively pursue a market
economy.

The United States refuses to remove its embargo and end all its other mntsbm
Cuba unless the Cubans terminate their socialist experiment and jump on thiestapit
bandwagon.

Before Washington would sanction and make possible his return to Haiti in 1984nHa
President Jean-Bertrand Aristide had to guarantee the White House that thesheall
his socialist inclinations and embrace the free market.

It would, consequently, come as a shock to the peoples of many countries tatheslize
in actuality, most Americans do not believe in the free-enterprise syistewuld, as
well, come as a shock to most Americans.

To be sure, a poll asking something like: "Do you believe that our capitalisirsys
should become more socialist?" would be met with a resounding "No!"



But, going above and beyond the buzz words, is that how Americans really feel?
Supply and demand

Following the disastrous 1994 earthquake in Los Angeles came the cry from many
guarters: Stores should not be raising prices so much for basic nesdgsitveater,

batteries and diapers. Stores should not be raising their prices at ali attsue, it was
insisted. It's not the California way and it's not the American way, sa@@&@eDianne
Feinstein. More grievances arose because landlords were raising rentsuian va
apartments after many dwellings in the city had been rendered uninhabitaleaké
they do that? people wailed. The California Assembly then proceeded to makeng a c

for merchants to increase prices for vital goods and services by more tipandemt
after a natural disaster.1

In the face of all this, one must wonder: Hadn't any of these people takea legmn
school course in economics? Hadn't they learned at all about the Law of Supply and
Demand? Did they think the law had been repealed? Did they think it should be?

Even members of Congress don't seem to quite trust the workings of the Jystgm.
regularly consider measures to contain soaring drug and health-care costs and the
possible regulation of the ticket distribution industry because of allegeslgiyuses.2
Why don't our legislators simply allow "the magic of the marketplace" ttsdnagic?

The profit motive

President Calvin Coolidge left Americans these stirring words to ponder:iz&ioh

and profits go hand in hand."” When First Lady, Hillary Clinton, however, lashed out at
the medical and insurance industries for putting their profits ahead of the phbhdth.
"The market,” she declared, "knows the price of everything but the value aigntshi

The unions regularly attack companies for skimping on worker health and setfle¢yri
pursuit of higher profit.

Environmentalists never sleep in their condemnation of industry putting profits biefore
environment.

Lawyer bashing has become a veritable American sport.

Judges frequently impose lighter sentences upon lawbreakers if they havatly act
profited monetarily from their acts. And they forbid others from making at firom
their crimes by selling book or film rights, or interviews. The California emade this
into law in 1994, which directs that any such income of criminals convictestiofis
crimes be placed into a trust fund for the benefit of the victims of thenesr#



President George Bush, in pardoning individuals involved in the Iran-Contra scandal,
stated: "First, the common denominator of their motivation—whether ttt@na were
right or wrong—was patriotism. Second they did not profit or seek to profit from their
conduct."5

No less a champion of free enterprise than former senator Robert Rl s attack
upon the entertainment industry during his 1996 presidential campaign, thahtesl
“"to point out to corporate executives there ought to be some limit on profits. ugle m
hold Hollywood accountable for putting profit ahead of com-mon decency."6

That same year, the mayor of Philadelphia, Ed Rendell, bemoan-ing the gongorat
move to the suburbs—for what he admitted were "perfectly rational” reaslmttared:
"If we let the free market operate unconstrained, cities will die."

Finally, we have a congressional debate in May 1998 about imposing sanctioss aga
countries that allow religious persecution. The sanctions were opposed by bi&sbusi
interests, prompting Rep. Tom Coburn (R-Okla.) to declare: "We've got to Gigure
what we believe in our country. Do we believe in capitalism and money or teligge

in human rights?"8

But how can the system conceivably function as it was designed to without the diligent
pursuit of profit? Not merely profit, but the optimization of profit. Syiieh attorney like
Mrs. Clinton knows that corporate officers can be sued by stockholders fanmtius
dictum. Yet she and so many others proceed to blast away at one of the piti@rs of
capitalist temple.

Private entrepreneurship and ownership

Likewise, the American Medical Association has taken aim at anothlee ¢¢mple's
honored pillars—patents, that shrine to the quintessential entrepreneur, therinvieat
AMA issued a blister-ing condemnation of the increasingly popular practpatefting
new surgical and medical procedures, saying it was unethical and wouttdmetaical
progress.9 Is Thomas Edison rolling over in his grave?

A few years ago, the people of Cleveland felt very hurt and betrayed by the owreer of th
Browns moving his football team to Baltimore. But is it not the very essence/afep
ownership that the owner has the right to use the thing he owns in a manner cormducive t
earning greater profit? Nonetheless, Senator John Glenn and Represéntatvgtokes

of Ohio announced their plan to introduce legislation to curb such franchise relddation

Competition and choice

And where is the appreciation for America's supposedly cherished ideabtégr
"choice"? How many citizens welcome all the junk mail filling theailboxes, or having
their senses pursued and surrounded by omnipresent advertisements and ietsmerc
People moan the arrival in their neighborhood of the national chain that ssnaioer



drives out their favorite friendly bookstore, pharmacist or coffee shop, squawking about
how "unfair” it is that this "predator" has marched in with hobnail boots andubheic
"discount prices". But is this not a textbook case of how free, unfettered competition
should operate? Why hasn't the public taken to heart what they're all taughir-thieat

long run competition benefits everyone?

Ironically, the national chains, like other corporate giants sup-posedly petition, are

sometimes caught in price-fixing and other acts of collusion, bringing to mind John
Kenneth Galbraith's observation that no one really likes the market elteeggtdnomists
and the Federal Trade Commission.

The non-profit alternative

The citizenry may have drifted even further away from the system thiisahdicates,
for American society seems to have more trust and respect for "non-prgétiizations
than for the profit-seeking kind. Would the public be so generous with disasteifrelief
the Red Cross were a regular profit-making business? Would the InternaliBeve
Service allow it to be tax-exempt? Why does the Post Office give cheapgito non-
profits and lower rates for books and magazines which don't contain advertisimay? F
AIDS test, do people feel more confident going to the Public Health Service or to a
commercial laboratory? Why does "educational” or "public” television not legugar
commercials? What would Americans think of peace-corps volunteers neteye
school teachers, clergy, nurses and social workers who demanded in exc@&&s of $1
thousand per year? Would the public like to see churches competing with each other,
complete with ad campaigns selling a New and Improved God?

Pervading all these attitudes, and frequently voiced, is a strong disapproval ofrgteed a
selfishness, in glaring contradiction to the reality that greed and seffssforen the
official and ideological basis of our system.

It's almost as if no one remembers how the system is supposed to work angrrtieeg,
prefer not to dwell on it. Where is all this leading to? Are the Russiamrefsigoing to
wind up as the last true believers in capitalism?

It would appear that, at least on a gut level, Americans have had it up toitinefreey
enterprise—the type of examples given above are repeated in the media eachyand eve
day. The great irony of it all is that the mass of the American peopletesvare that

their sundry attitudes constitute an anti-free-enterprise philosophy, anénidus tyo on
believing the conventional wisdom that government is the problem, that big g@rérnm

is the biggest problem, and that their salvation cometh from the private, sbereby
feeding directly into pn>free'enterprise ideology.

Thus it is that those activists for social change who believe that Amedcetysis faced

with problems so daunting that no corporation or entrepreneur is ever going to solve them
at a profit carry the burden of convincing the American people that they dalyt re

believe what they think they believe; and that the public's complementary miriiaet



the government is no match for the private sector in efficiently getting bigrgpadtant
things done—is equally fallacious, for the government has built up an increditibaymil
machine (ignoring for the moment, what it's used for), landed men on the maiadcre
great dams, marvelous national parks, an interstate highway system, theqgac
student loans, social security, insurance for bank deposits, protection of pensisn f
against corporate misuse, the Environmental Protection Agency, the Natistitates of
Health, the Smithsonian, the G.1. Bill and much, much more. In short, thengwsar

has been quite good at doing what it wanted to do, or what labor and other movements
have made it do, like establishing worker health and safety standards and requiring food
manufacturers to list detailed information about ingredients.

Activists have to remind the American people of what they've alreadyetblut seem
to have forgotten: that they don't want more government, or less government; thiey don’
want big government, or small government; they want government on their side.

None of the above, of course, will deter The World's Only Superpower fronmaioifi
its jihad to impose capitalist fundamen” talism upon the world.

A couple of more reasons why the jihad may have tough going

Nearly half of adult Americans surveyed by the Hearst Corporation in 198vdxKarl
Marx's aphorism "From each according to his ability, to each according toeli's was
to be found in the US Constitution.11

Mark Brzezinski, son of Zbigniew, was a post-Cold War Fulbright Scholar in Watkaw
asked my students to define democracy.

Expecting a discussion on individual liberties and authentically electediiosts, | was
surprised to hear my students respond that to them, democracy means a government
obligation to maintain a certain standard of living and to provide health caretieduca
and housing for all. In other words, socialism."12

CHAPTER 27 : A Day in the Life of a Free Country

The question is irresistibly upon us.
How do they get away with it?

How does the United States orchestrate economies, subvert democracypawerthr
sovereign nations, torture them, chemicalize them, biologize them, rddiate.all the
less-than-nice things detailed in this book, often in the full glare of theatienal

media, with the most stunning contradictions between word and deed.. .without being
mercilessly condemned by the world's masses, by anyone with a social moascie



without being shunned like a leper? Without American leaders being brought before
international tribunals, charged with crimes against humanity?

It's no mystery about the silence and collusion, if not the adora-tion, of other
governments and their leaders. It takes buying out only a few men with slagktetst

or tons of wheat, canceled debts, the World Bank, the IMF; they've been intoinidate
threatened, extorted, bribed, had their egos massaged, their nationalism @éinodiz
had membership in the exclusive private clubs of NATO, the World Trade Catjaniz
and the European Union dangled before them. Only the occasional oddball Fidel
Castro'type does not shy away from being shunned by respectable international high
society.

But what keeps the vast majority of humanity, including the countless victons, f
rising up in protest, spewing gross scorn and skepticism, if not bullets?

Being enamored of the United States—a former colony that made good, with its
wondrous New World promise of a new life—goes well back into the nineteenttirge
and reached new heights with the victory over fascism in the Second Worlthérar,
higher yet with America's science-fiction technical wizardry, epitechby walking on
the moon. Soviet Cold-War propaganda made scarcely a dent. Nor did Cold+#Nar t
Or any truths.

For decades after the close of the Second World War, Western visitors tvibie S
Union and Eastern Europe regularly brought back tales from their professional
counterparts as well as the man in the street—the citizens refused ve biediethere
was homelessness in America or that there was no national health instirapaeere
convinced that that was simply communist propaganda. They believed that in thd US a
Britain, government decisions were never made secretly, and that ifieiqoliold a
single lie he would be removed from office, citing Nixon as an example..."Wdismse
get copies of the Daily Mail [the London tabloid] from your embassy—it is gooead
unbiased world news."1...After the close of the Cold War, the chief of the Sonerage
staff told the US chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff how impressed hihatanlisted
people in the US military were not afraid to speak out and were not intihiitieir
officers...2

Over the years, a number of Third-World leaders, under immi-nentnyitited/or

political threat by the United States, have made appeals to Washingtmalsfeven to

the president in person, under the apparently hopeful belief that it was all a
misunderstand-ing, that America was not really intent upon crushing thereand t
movements for social change. Amongst others, the Guatemalan foreigtemin 1954,
Cheddi Jagan of British Guiana in 1961 and Maurice Bishop of Grenada in 19838all ma
their appeals.3 All were crushed. As recently as 1994, we have the thsdezfder of

the Zapatista rebels in Mexico, Subcommander Marcos. "Marcos sai@$ reyorted,

"he expects the United States to support the Zapatistas once US intellagencies are
convinced the movement is not influenced by Cubans or Russians.” "Finally," Marcos



said, "they are going to conclude that this is a Mexican problem, with just &d tru
causes..."4

With all due respect to the considerable courage of Senor Marcos, one mnoustyse
guestion his degree of contact with history, reality and gringos. For many years, the
United States has been providing the Mexican military with all the training afted to
needed to kill Marcos' followers and, most likely, before long, Marcos himself

When US bombs fell on Serbia in the spring of 1999, many Serbians expressed their
shock and amazement that America— beloved, admired America—could do such a thing.
The Washington Post interviewed a family in Belgrade: "They regard thesasesv
pro’American," said the paper. "It is very difficult for us to hate Ameritee husband
declared. "We have always aspired to an American way of life, not a Russfaof w

life." Added the Post: "The fact that the United States is bombing theirgalntcks

and bewilders them."5 A Serbian poet from the Kosovo capital of Pristina, oxendkr
Simovich, was deeply upset by the US bombing which was devastating the city and his
life. Yet, we were told that he "loves Bob Dylan and jazz and lyrical poetseln t
moments when he still allows himself to dream, he is living in another countryhdéke
United States."6

In Russia, most people strongly opposed the bombing and were shocked that it was the
United States that was mainly responsible. The US media informed asedgehat the

level of anti-American sentiment in Russia was easily the greatesmory. It was as if

the Russians were discovering for the first time that the United $iades violent side

to it. Such innocence, it must be said, is virtually a form of insanity.

When the Chinese embassy in Belgrade was torn apart by American mibBsilesction
amongst Chinese was disbelief, as they marched in protest. A graduate dtBagima

University said his first thought was that the Americans couldn't have done itoAse

must have been to blame. "I feel very sad. | have watched so many Ameozias and
other things. | believe America has so much that is so humane, and so just.”

"You were the ideal for so many of us," added a senior Chinese official. "Angaowr
stupid bombs have killed our people.”

This attitude was not confined to Chinese who have not set foot in the United States
Chinese graduate of Stanford University declared that "We used to think the United
States was a model. But now you've killed our people. This is the end of our honeymoo
with America."7

This naivete, this love affair with the mystique of "America", whileaialy touching in
a way in this tired old world, is not of immaculate conception. The UnitedsSthee
inventor and perfecter of modern advertising and public relations, the weddsng
producer and distributor of films, TV programs, books, magazines and musid) it
Information Service libraries in more than 100 countries, and Voice of Aanefth
nearly 90 million listeners...the United States, the world's only irdbom superpower,



has flooded the media and the hearts and minds of the earth's multitudaswith t
mystique, playing it for all it's worth, for generations.

Historian Christopher Simpson, in his study, Science of Coercion, observed:

Military, intelligence and propaganda agencies such as the Departmesfeotb and
the Central Intelligence Agency helped bankroll substantially all of theVigodtd War

Il generation's research into techniques of persuasion, opinion measurement,
interrogation, political and military mobilization, propagation of ideologg eelated

guestions."8

Little is left to chance in The Selling of America. The Clinton administneinnounced
in 1999 that it was forming a new International Public Information group to "mfkie
foreign audi-ences" in support of US foreign policy and to counteract propaganda by
enemies of the United States. IPI's charter says that control over dirdaal military
information” is intended to "influence the emotions, motives, objective rewsand
ultimately the behavior of foreign governments, organizations, groups and indsvi@ual
"It's a free country."”

The thought comes with mother's milk.

"It's a free country."

How many times does someone growing up in the United States have to hear those words
before it settles comfortably, deep in the "received truth” lobe of the brain?

"It's a free country."”

How many in the world have made this adage a basic element of theifflivevdah
America?

"It's a free country."”

In the minds of many Americans and foreigners, whether consciously or saivés
the United States the moral right to do what it does in and to the rest of {de wor

"It's a free country."
The following is offered as a corrective.

Overtly and covertly, legally and illegally, the military-industrial gdex has joined
forces with the prison-industrial complex, linked further to the omnipressitnal
security-police complex, all clasping hands tightly with the War on Drugs, in a
declaration of War on the American People and the Bill of Rights. This Authority
Juggernaut—enamored with its own perpetuation, glorification and enrichment—has



convinced the American public that without its stormtroopers all hell would break |
and the safety and security of the citizenry would be on a life-support machthes |
undertaking, it has had the indispensable assistance of intimidated legsslatur
uniconoclastic judiciary, compliant media, and a president, Bill Clinton, whdhel
words of civiMiberties columnist Nat Hentoff—"in this century.. .has irglicthe most
harm on our constitutional rights and liberties".10

On any given day, a day like today in fact, or one during last month, or last year, much of
the following—all of it derived directly from actual happenings or disclasafehe past

few years—is taking place somewhere in the United States. Time andiaghave been
assured that certain practices have been terminated, only to discover thetpspeith

slight modifications—they are still being carried out.

It should be noted that what is presented herein deals essentially witfoumlatt civil
liberties and human rights, and does not include the numerous forms of corposge a
which are economic in nature or which adversely affect people's health.

Many of the violations reflect foreign policy considerations given a domesstttw
bring the "threat" home to US citizens and win support for those policies.

None are more hopelessly enslaved than those who falsely believe they
are free.

Johann Wolfgang von Goethe

* In every state, the police or the National Guard and, at times, active-dutyraopy,
are conducting relentless helicopter drug-surveillance over people's aoch@roperty,
setting up roadblocks, interrogating, detaining, harassing and terrifying resignts
displays of excessive power.

* In hundreds of American cities, young people are being subjected to a nighttieve cur
law; many have a daytime curfew as well

» The CIA, FBI and other federal agencies are refusing to respond to subpwenas f
documents issued by attorneys who need them for the defense of theiriclreattenal
security cases in state courts.

» US residents are undergoing assorted harassments and penattideeffederal

government for having traveled to, spent money in and/or shipped various goods to Cuba,
Libya, Iraq, North Korea, Iran, Yugoslavia or other nations of that ilk. Thosevisho

the United Nations Mission in New York or the Interests Section in Washingsomod

of these countries risk being photographed and receiving visits or phonearallh &

FBI.



» The CIA is opening and reading mail to and from selected countries. The p&king
at Americans' correspondence, domestic and international, for a host of ipgiovities.

* In Western states, police and federal Border Patrol agents are gtpppestrians and
motorists purely because they look Hispanic, and asking them to prove that knefd
residents of the United States.

» Motorists are being stopped on highways for drug checks, blacks and Hispanics being
the most likely to be stopped because of the race-based drug-couriler peofg

employed. Blacks are being strip-searched on streets by police, who then shine a
flashlight at their genital and anal areas.

* The INS is holding children (under age 18), mainly from Latin America anteCfar
months at a time in prison-like conditions, not informing them of their rightsfeniay
with their attempts to obtain lawyers and failing to facilitate comattt relatives,
detaining them perhaps to force their illegal alien parents to comeefor #o they can
be taken into custody.

* Private corporations are recording employees' phone calls and voiceeaadithg their
computer files and email, getting logs of what websites they've looked at,apdept

them as they work, observing them in bathrooms and locker rooms with two+iwaysm

or hidden cameras, tracking their whereabouts by having them use electronic pass keys,
bugging their offices, subjecting them to airport'Style electronic searchasy their

urine for drugs, doing extensive security checks on their backgrounds—all this whether
or not they have ever behaved poorly on the job, or whether their work involves any
danger to anyone.

* At the Naval Academy in Annapolis, a random group of about 300 studentsng ta
undergo urinalysis each week. At other schools, students are obliged to take @stirine t

in order to join the track team, join the chess club, go to the prom, go on a field trip or
drive to and from school; some of these school policies have been approved by courts.

* New Jersey state troopers are enlisting hotel workers along thdédsey Turnpike to

tip them off about suspicious guests who, among other things, pay for their rooms in cash
or receive a flurry of phone calls; hotel managers are allowing troopénsuiva

warrant, to leaf through the credit card receipts and registration forms ¢f;ghes

troopers are giving surveillance seminars to train employees to scrutinge gime fit

the profile of drug traffickers, the profile including race and speaking Spanis

» The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is keeping up to daeats
aliens, radicals and other undesirables who will be rounded up and detained in times of
"national emergency".

* Juveniles imprisoned at one of the nation's more than 50 so-dadleticamps" are
forced to go on endurance runs until blood has soaked their shoes; one has already died
from it; at other times, the youngsters are subjected to shackles or handcuffs



* Women are being arrested for using crack cocaine while pregnant, evenbifitheis
perfectly normal at birth. Indeed the idea of the "crack baby" may well bera myt

» Government agencies and private corporations are not giving gay couplesaorieehm
heterosexual couples the same benefits they offer married heterosaxpials.
Homosexuals are being discharged from the military because of theal eeientation,
even if not charged with any misbehavior.

» Task forces of international, federal, military, state and local ldareement and
intelligence agencies, as well as private entities, are employingsedreaderaction,
abundant funds, new laws, new technologies and new octopus-like databases to spy on
and harass activists of many stripes: Irish and Middle-East support groups, Igimsn r
immigrants' rights, civil liberties, prison reform, minorities, labowionmental, animal
rights, nuclear power and anti-imperialism activists, even if there &vidence of

violence or illegal activities.

The FBI and police are noting license plate numbers of people attending meiihg
demonstrations, photographing people, paying informers to infiltrate groups, breaking
into offices to steal mailing and contributor lists, rifling through filed earrying out
"harassment arrests"” (i.e., arrests where charges are laterdjrdpderidual members

of these groups are receiving FBI visits at their homes and workplaces, oréaei B
sending anonymous letters to the person's colleagues implying that s/helig antua
informer, as well as sending assorted poison-pen letters to employerstdaratid
spouses designed to produce maximum distress.

* Airport passengers are being detained for hours, even days, and are rigggmg f
because they fit a "terrorist profile” based on their nationality, etiipnappearance,
airport behavior, travel itinerary or other criteria. They are being-s&arched, including
body cavity searches, X-rayed, forced to take laxatives, their bowel mowement
monitored.

» The FBI is urging librarians to report on the books taken out by patrons with foreign-
sounding names, particularly scientific and technical books. (When this progsifirst
revealed and criticized, the FBI proceeded to do checks on the critics.)

» The Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) is demanding that a publisberde it
with the names of people who bought a marijuana cultivation book.

» The police are confiscating the cars of customers of prostitoregtisnes after a
female police officer has lured the man into offering her money for sextténnaot if
the car does not belong to the man.

Other police officers somewhere are forcing prostitutes to perforracte by threatening
to arrest them if they don't comply.



* Women desiring an abortion are finding various daunting obstacles placed pethei
by state and federal authorities.

» The FBI or the police are carrying out a sting operation in order to alkstlkaelected
official regarded as too charismatic or "uppity". (The repeated cdeenoér
Washington, DC mayor Marion Barry is highly instructive.)

» People are being rejected for housing and employment because of their race.

* Numerous foreign academics and activists are being refused entry to thaitEhd a
conference due to their ideology and/or the ideology of the conference not being to the
liking of the US State Department.

» Language minorities are facing discrimination and hostility fron'Emglish Only"
movement.

» US government agents provocateurs are encouraging some people, as in the World
Trade Center bombing or within militia groups, to carry out a bombing or otheriserr
act.

» The judge sentences you to prison. Then the prison officials sentence you to
hell...Prisoners are being handcuffed or hogtied and forced to lap their food like dogs
from plates shoved under their faces...non-violent drug offenders are thrown in with
dangerous murderers, rapists and robbers, despite court orders to segregatguiiels..
are kicking inmates in the groin, siccing dogs on them...female prisonersrayébaten
and raped by guards, sold for sex to male prisoners, taken off the grounds to work as
prostitutes, forced to perform stripteases for corrections officerstétés do not outlaw
sexual contact between correctional staff and prisoners), womgiaistseare
photographed by guards, prisoners of both genders are kept naked or in their underwear,
and monitored by the opposite sex...male prisoners are slain, with impunity...guards
using tear gas, Mace and pepper spray against prisoners in handcuffs orridbleed i
cells...prisoners are not protected from assaults, physical and sexotieby
prisoners...guards instigate fights between prisoners...inmates are gbatkles, belly
chains and handcuffs at all times when outside their cells, even inaers..chain

gangs are resurrected...guards who report abuses risk reprisalsifomofficials...the
California Correction Officers union makes large political contributtorsublic

officials and prosecutors so that the guards can continue to act with impunity.

* Increasingly, those incarcerated in the US, now approaching two milliommberyare
seeing their rights and privileges taken away or seriously curtailed irdregacademic
classes, vocational training, reading materials, sports, exercise, puishioréaies,
access to free legal advice, ease of appealing their cases, accedmtd hey are being
charged for room and board, for doctor visits, forbidden to receive packages, tmrc
shave off beards and long hair and remove earrings; their phone use is limited to



a few minutes a week, visits to one hour a month, visiting family membetr®ated
rudely and subjected to humiliating searches and disrobings, prisoneemnaferted to
other prisons very far from their families; HIV-positive and tiexatly ill prisoners are
denied special care, asthmatics are not monitored, those on anti-psycboitations
miss their doses, hypertensives cannot get proper diets; prisoneosfamedtto cells for
all but a few hours a week; lights are on in cells 24 hours a day.

* In a new prison being built 3,000 feet up in Big Stone Gap, Virginia, windoven e
cell command spectacular views of the valley below. Prison officialslamaing to

smoke the windows so inmates can't see out.

* Various levels of government agencies are seizing bank accounts of men who
supposedly are deadbeat dads, but it's later determined that they aren't.

 Educational institutions are being forced to allow military recrsiiteén campus to avoid
losing government grants for student aid and other purposes.

» The US military is carrying out one of its many urban exercises, subisame
described in Massachusetts: "Last week Navy Seals landed from herlgcopttop of
some buildings, rappelled down the buildings and had fun and games shooting and
throwing dummy explosives around. They woke half the city of Lowell. Early that
evening our house shook and the windows rattled violently as several helicaers fl
over at no more that 200 feet."

In some of their exercises in the US, the military uses live ammunition.

* A driver, stopped by the police, tapes the encounter. When he goes to the local police
station to complain about his treatment, he is asked to hand the tape over. He's then
charged with illegal wiretapping.

* Intercity buses and trains are being boarded by DEA agents to conductsearche
passengers' belongings. Passengers are assured that it's all “ybluntar

» Law enforcement authorities of various stripes are routinely @aiingy a computer

from the home of someone charged with drug something or other...or whatever...The
take the computer back to the office where the good oP boys can have a thigh-slappin’
time reading the personal mail. There's no telling when they'll get arowatutning the
computer.

* In the Miami area and sections of New Jersey, those who don't toe tiasima-party

line are being subjected to a wide range of abuses. Suggesting a rapprochément w
Cuba, calling for an end to the US embargo, arranging for travel to the island, shipping
medicines there, etc., has on hundreds of occasions led to bombings, shootings, death
threats, murder, beatings, being driven out of business, fired from a job, fofrtieel aif .
Perpetrators of these acts have enjoyed a virtual immunity from prosecution.



* In contrast to Washington's hands-off treatment for anti-Castro tgg;arnder the
Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996, there arfer&gn "terrorist"
organizations which are held in official disdain. The law prohibits persons from

"knowingly providing material support or resources to a designated foreign terroris
organization”. Thus it is that donating toys to an orphanage operated by Hamas in Jordan,
or books to a school run by a Kurdish independence organization, or collecting money for
the families of Irish prisoners can be regarded as "association with a kemoonst
organization”, and be subject to federal prosecution.

Under this legislation, tens of thousands of legal US residents, many hedefade or
more, with families and children born in the US, are being deported or beisgdet-
entry into the country because of such associations, or because they werwitted

of a crime, even though they've served their sentence, and regardless ofdragdan
was; many were convicted of misdemeanors for which no sentence wasdhgplosr

than probation of one year, but that is sufficient for expulsion. The INS formerlg coul
look at individual cases and keep out only people judged potentially dangerous. Now,
regardless of all other circumstances, the person must be deported ngzsntledly are
apprehended and deported when they apply for citizenship.

» The INS is bursting into the homes of Palestinians, legally resident in thendS
dragging them out for distributing the magazine of a Palestinian organipatraising
funds for various Palestinian causes which are not involved with violence. Thégwill
incarcerated for an indefinite term, with an indefinite fate, witloominal charges being
filed against them. (Aliens, the Justice Department has long believed, angteen8
Court has now confirmed, do not have the full protection of the Bill of Rights.)

» Various kinds of government agents or private investigators are covertkiroipe
through your garbage, either behind your house or at the dump.

* A Federal judge is sentencing an American citizen to six monthshalfavay house"
and 300 hours of community service because he drove a Libyan official, whodmad be
denied a visa, from Mexico to Texas, or, in some equally innocuous way, trediedra ci
from an Officially-Designated Enemy (ODE) country with simple human tigni

» The police are beating up and arresting strikers and escorting scabswot@grants,
thus taking the side of the employer, as the police have done virtually witheyptiexc
during 150 years of industrial conflict in the United States.

Corporations are using many of the more than 10,000 private security fihmes, w
employ some 1.5 million guards, to suppress strike action and intimidate union
organizers.

» Law enforcement officers in northern California, taking the side of loggingestte
once again, are pressing cotton swabs saturated with pepper spray (&0@otii@ethan
cayenne pepper) into the eyes of non-violent people chained to each other, who are



protesting the felling of ancient redwoods; protestors are shrieking andhgyritthpain
as the solution takes effect.

People are dying in police custody in cases where pepper spray is a contrilmiting fa

» Banks, telephone companies, utility companies, credit card companiessaious
companies, rental car outlets, storage facilities, hotels andsaotelall manner of other
private institutions are providing various local, state and federal auéisowiih all the
information about their customers they desire under the ever-expaadal@uthorities
being granted to law enforcement bodies with scarcely any public hearings or debate.

The War on Drugs is requiring banks, brokers, casinos and other financiatimssito
monitor their customers' financial transactions and report any "unusuatispi¢ious"
activity. The information is all fed into the Treasury Department's Fiah@cimes
Enforcement Network whose computers spend their days making linkagesbet
individuals and bank accounts, busi-nesses, real estate and other assets.

» States are selling confidential wage, driving and other information aimutésidents
to private information companies and other enterprises.

 Scenarios along the lines of the following from Savannah, Ga. are probably takiag pla
elsewhere: Without warning, a team of armed county and school systemsofficer
periodically entered the schools, ordered everyone into the hallways, used dufjs to s
the students' belongings, and scanned the students' bodies with metal d€eetofs.

the high-school teachers was very upset by this—"Because | teach the Constitaéon," s
explained—and made her feelings known to the authorities. A police offiddneol
principal that because of her "attitude" problem, she might have to beetkttai

restrained during future surprise raids. During a subsequent raid, the'seachavas the
only student out of 1,500 to be individually searched. Later, cars in the parking lot were
searched, and the police claimed to have found a marijuana cigarette irckies'sezar.

The Board of Education suspended her and she was later fired.

* In various schools students are being suspended for: bringing a bottle of the
nonprescription painkiller Advil to school; dying their hair an "unacceptable”;color
giving a classmate a Midol tablet for relief of menstrual cramsgimg "drugs" to
school—lemon drops; bringing a gift-wrapped bottle of wine as a Christmasrgft
teacher; another is punished for carrying a small paring knife to cut her lur¢clédt
another, a 9-year-old boy, is punished for waving his drawing of a gun in class; a six-
year-old boy is sent home for planting a kiss on a girl's cheek; eight-year-oldrgirls
strip-searched in school, in a search for stolen money (not found); pre-schoditrs
grade students are given genital exams as part of their physicals; higls sthptdy
random Breathalyser testing to ferret out students who have imbibed alcohgleari4
old girl is strip-searched and suspended for two weeks because she tellssheatelas
she understands how the Columbine shooters felt; and high school students are
guestioned by police who want to know if a chemistry textbook was for bomb-making.



This while an eleven-year-old boy is being arrested and accused of inGasidac
neighbor saw him touching his younger sister "sexually" in their yard. He washeld s
weeks in a juvenile detention center and shackled in court on at least one oddasion
boy and his parents said he had pulled down his five-year-old sister's underwdar to he
her urinate. And two 10-year-old boys who put some soap in their teacher $ottee

are being charged with a felony.

* A high-school teacher is being suspended without pay for teaching mathemaiygcs usi
real-life problems, such as: "Jerome wants to cut his half-pound of henoiakie 20
percent more profit. How many ounces of cut will be needed?"

« Juveniles in reform schools are being hogtied and thrown into isolation cellsd&s
at a time; placed in straight jackets; standing with noses pressed agaatisfios as long
as 16 hours a day; handcuffed naked to beds. Juveniles are being jailed with adult
criminals even for just being runaways.

* Prisoners in a state correctional facility who staged a peacefolnd¢mation against the
transfer of other inmates to out-of-state gulags against their wilhesng punished with
up to a year of solitary, and their time in solitary will not count toward their rsezge
according to the Department of Corrections.

» A federal court, created by the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance AQ%S8, is
receiving applications for authorization of electronic surveillance withe United States
and is rubber-stamping them. In its first 20 years, the court received1€ofd®
applications from the Justice Department on behalf of the FBI and thenila8ecurity
Agency. By all accounts, only one was rejected, on a technicality.

There exists no public record of any kind about the individual cases, nor any oversight.
The Clinton administration expanded the court's mandate to allow it to apprmsiegbh
break-ins, enabling the Justice Department to bypass the usual wap@atyse in an

open court, which would necessitate some accounting of the items to be swizad, a
explanation of probable cause that a crime had been committed. The tatjeteof
wiretaps and burglaries can be under surveil-lance merely becauserajibglto or
supporting an organiza-tion whose politics are looked upon with disfavor by the US
government. Federal agents can now obtain the phone numbers of all incoming and
outgoing calls on any lines used or called by suspected foreign agents.

(The FISA court is only the proverbial tip of the iceberg when it comes to the US
government listening in on the citizenry. See the "Eavesdropping” chapterthar
details.)

Drunk driving, generally defined in the 1980s as a blood alcohol concentration of .15,
was later defined as .10, and then, in some states, as .08. If .08 dogeaill Congress
and the states go for .06, and then .04? In any event, the scientific validitgettteff
points has been questioned by the federal government itself. 1



Cars of those arrested for drunken driving are being seized by the police, sometimes
immediately. At times the police try to keep the car even if the person istadquit

People are being harassed, arrested and/or having their property confiscategipng
in certain forms of gambling, even in their own homes. Other forms of gambihich
are legitimized by the local or state government, proceed happily unmolested.

Hundreds of political prisoners are rotting away in American prisons. Asadé&db
human rights groups have testified before the Human Rights Commissionlbfitad
Nations in Geneva, these people are being held "as a direct result of antiengaken
in furtherance of a political or social vision". They go back to the black libaratio
struggles of the 1960s and 1970s, particularly members of the Black Paothers;are
native American activists, anti-nuclear activists, opponents of USanttonist policies
in Puerto Rico, Central America and elsewhere. A number of these priswrerset up
by FBI dirty tricks under the notorious COINTELPRO (counter-intelligence pnogra
aimed at "neutralizing" Black Panthers and white radicals.

Many have used violence against property, and a few toward police, but persons who
commit politically motivated offenses in furtherance of leftist esugceive

substantially, often shock-ingly, harsher treatment than those who commitair sicts for
monetary or right-wing reasons. Many were sentenced to more than 50 yesantsofos,
such as possession of explosives, without there being any victims. If the uselatsent
for such an act in a particular court or state is 10 years, at the beginyieay dfl—
certainly by year 15—these people are political prisoners. It is often nvoinst"
prisoners who are thrown into solitary confinement, but rather these politicaignss as
well as the jailhouse lawyers and prisoner activists.

The Congressional Black Caucus, in October 1997, issued a declarationna tiee
world of the existence of these political prisoners.

Aliens who have come to the US from oppressive countries, seeking pelgytaim, are
winding up in Kafkaesque nightmares, wasting away in prison under intolerable
conditions, without criminal charges being filed against them, some dyingdseca
unattended health problems, forgotten about until perhaps Amnesty Interhatieame
other human rights organization takes up their case. The FBI and the INShgreagsiet
evidence—which neither the accused nor their attorneys have a right to examine
detain these people and ultimately deport them, even if they are marAeatetican
citizens. The aliens are often those who decried human rights abuses hotheir
country and fled torture and other retribution from their govern-ment, whictbmay
putting pressure on Washington to silence and return them by providing the evidence in
guestion. Many are refused entry to the US because they lack proper docwhents
fact many escape their homeland with false papers. As of 1999 $heds holding
more than 10,000 asylum seekers. In February of that year, the Washington
representative of the UN High Commissioner for Refugees called upon the-Siates
to stop detaining such people. Many may be regarded as political prisoners.



» The Boy Scouts are rejecting some young man as a member becausedibassgror
rejecting an adult as a troop leader because the person is homosexual.

» Some of the more than 10,000 FBI agents are spending their time enticing people on the
internet to purchase child porno, or the G-men are pretending online to heearidd
girl in order to lure a man to a meeting. When the man shows up, he's arrested.

» Many foreigners, in the US legally, are sitting in prisons, charged with a evitheut
their country's consulate having been informed, without the prisoner being tofe that
has the right to contact his consulate. Some of them are sitting on death row.

* The IRS, acting as judge, jury and executioner, is subjecting taxpayers to nigiitmar
collection processes, ordering them to pay taxes they don't owe, failing totlcesalifor
payments made, seizing their cars and bank accounts, boosting tax penaltids to mee
office quotas and generally wreaking havoc in peoples' lives; an audit is beied caitr
upon an individual because he or she has upset someone in a very high position in the
government.

* Monetary rewards are being paid out to students who report other studem®king,
drinking alcohol, using drugs or violating other school rules.

DARE and other school-based drug programs are teaching chil-dren to turn in their
parents for marijuana or other drug viola-tions.

The mayor of New York has urged citizens to take pictures of people going into sex-
video stores and topless bars. Other informant schemes call for people to turnsin other
for not wearing seatbelts, for telling ethnic or racist jokes and fondgib recycle their
garbage properly.

* First-time drug offenders, carrying no weapons, including many who wepdysi
couriers or played peripheral roles in drug trafficking, and others with no retord
violence or involvement in sophisticated criminal activity, are being semtéocery
long prison terms, with no chance of parole.

» Under "three-strikes" laws, people are being sentenced to 2%-te+ihs for petty
theft, despite that fact that the three-strikes laws were designeidifemt crimes.

» The grand jury system is running amok. Virtually all federal cases usebtain
indictments. Neither the accused nor his or her lawyer is there, so they n&ohto
accusers. The system is used as an instrument of terror—relativggnigstifainst one
another with no confidentiality privilege with respect to family membénsr than
husbands and wives: parents called to testify against their children, claghest their
parents, brother against sister. It lacks due process. It's anothersaaéan
expanding executive branch.



» Those wishing to experiment with their mind in the privacy of their hdmosgetseeking
transcendence and nirvana, are being punished by the state for their sin. Youmg men a
being sentenced to up to 20 years in prison for possession of less than a gram of LSD,
with no evidence presented of them having done any harm to any other person.

* Human Rights Watch is charging state governments, as it did in New Y ork)]ating
international law by sentencing drug dealers to prison terms similar togiveseto
violent offenders. A person convicted in New York of selling two ounces of cocaine
receives a mandatory sentence of 15 years to life, the same peatdtyout to a
murderer.

» More states are joining the frenzy to make publicly available thesadresses,
biographies (often with detrimental erroneous information) and photos of cahsete
offenders for the rest of their lives, driving these people from their neighlus famol
jobs; this is being done regardless of whether the popular a priori view of saderf$
being unbeatable is true or not, or whether they're undergoing therapy or not.

* Many hundreds of school books are being dropped from curriculums because of
complaints by parents, religious groups and others. Books in public libraries are under
attack as well, books which no one is obliged to read—Catcher in the Rye, Huckleberry
Finn, Oliver Twist, The Grapes of Wrath, The Diary of Anne Frank, | Kndwy ke

Caged Bird Sings and numerous other lesser-known novels, as well as countless books of
history, social studies, geography, even home economics. School newspapers, other
curriculum materials, music and art, are also being targeted.

* Individuals who wish to end their lives with dignity and with a minimum ofesurf§
are being denied the assistance of a doctor by state legislatureattibbcChurch and
citizens' groups. In Oregon, after passage by 60 percent of a ref@ratidwing
doctor-assisted suicide, the DEA warned that physicians who help someon#& comm
suicide will risk their licenses to write prescriptions; whether ghever enforced or not,
the threat will have its effect.

* Numerous people who could get exceedingly welcome relief from dreadfpt@ys
by the use of marijuana are denied the legal right to do so. In states wisesehavie
passed initiatives legalizing the medical use of marijuana, the auth@néehrowing
up obstacles to make its practice as difficult as they can make it. Imiwfes, DC,
Congress has in effect nullified the passage of such a referendum.

Cancer patients in great pain are being denied sufficient morphine to rebave th
suffering because the War on Drugs has inhibited doctors from prescribingchsmis
needed.

» Many people are being placed on death row. Some of them, if they're ludijgjrwil
the 75 men and women released from death row between 1976 and 19%&stbeir
reversed because they had been found to be innocent after all.



» Hundreds of cities are employing highly armed and trained Special Weapons and
Tactics Teams (SWAT), based on military special operations modelgldriddy're

part of a "war" on crime. Ready to terrorize the enemy (the citizens) wiimatic

assault rifles, tanks and grenade launchers, they are called out even risison-c
situations, choosing a neighborhood and swooping onto street corners, forcing
pedestrians to the ground, searching them, running warrant checks, taking photos and
entering all the new "intelligence" into a state database from contput@nals in each

patrol car. As they carry out this exercise, they do not trip over many memblees of t
Fortune 500.

* A known militant, but non-violent, opponent of the president is being removed by the
Secret Service from a site where the president is going to speak, tlasededdter the
speech.

» Defendants and prisoners appearing in court, who don't know their placeingre be
given 50,000 volt shocks with a torture device known as an electronic security belt

* Young men are registering with Selective Service, making themselvestsiagbpe
drafted for a future war of "national security"— as defined solely by the gomesitn no

opposing arguments accepted. Failure to register is punishable by a large firmgnmpr
ment and/or permanent loss of all federal financial aid and employment.

Those already in the service are being subjected by the military to a procedsaaim
breaking down their deep-seated reluctance to kill people they don't know and don't hate,
so as to make them willing to risk their lives fighting in one of these "nationaiity&c

wars, the purpose of which they don't understand at all (or, perhaps, theyamdigrst

only too well). They are being forced, under threat of court martial, discharge,
deportation if not a citizen and in violation of international human rights stésda

take experimental drugs and vaccines, whose effects on health are unknown.

* Aliens are being denied citizenship for refusing to agree to bear armensdeff the
United States because of their pacifist beliefs, a reason not acceptdt@dNS, which
insists on a religious basis.

For a citizen to qualify as a conscientious objector, it means being opposed to
participation in all wars, not a selective objection to a particular wanatter how
repulsive it may appear to the individual. (A female Kansas doctor, who wasmsn A
Reserve captain and refused to serve in the Gulf War, insisting thatat'\pablic health
catastrophe", was kept in military prison for eight months, and Kansdisahe
authorities moved to revoke her medical license.)

* DEA, ATF, INS, FBI, DIA, Secret Service, US Forest Service, Natioadt Bervice,
Sheriff's Departments, National Guard and/or other official cowboyaximgeblack suits,
ski masks and the like, forming massively armed mobs of screamingjrsyvagents,

while helicopters chop above, are battering down doors, raiding people's homes,
smashing up furniture, beating up residents, handcuffing them, manhandling pregnant



women, terrifying children, separating them from their parents, shooting peogdle dea
looking for drugs or individuals which often are not there—this jihad being the outcome
of no more than a tip from an informant.

Heavily-armed bounty hunters, with the force of law behind them, are carryimgaon i
similar manner to kidnap a person, sometimes killing someone, somdieriggong"”
person. Operators of "pirate” radio stations are also being invaded, withdeD&,

federal marshals, a SWAT team, customs agents and local policesiogfire
attacking force.

* Forced labor is thriving: people compelled to work off their welfaratgravith no
prospect of real employment, sometimes at sub-minimum wages, or ng ataje
convicted defendants sentenced to "community service"; conscientiouobjsuiged

to do alternative service, for a period longer than military service, thng panished for
exercising their conscience; inmates denied vital privileges if theyer&dusork in

prison, many producing for private companies, who get away with paltry wages, no
benefits, no unions. (Some prison-made products are being exported, exactlyenat t
has condemned China for.)

» US embassies abroad are survelilling selected Americandrsyihgered by a joint
effort of the FBI and the State Department Passport Office.

» The INS and the US Border Patrol at the Mexican border are killing or physical
mistreating large numbers of would'be immigrants* In INS centers arourcatimgry,
thousands of immigrants are being held under inhumane conditions, including heads
pushed into toilets, forced drugging and being made to kneel naked and chant "America
is Number One." Immigrants in prison are also being forced to recite "éaneri

Number One" as they walk by guards who punch and kick them.

» The INS is illegally seizing files of social agency employees wgrkiith

undocumented immigrants. Lawyers and others working on behalf of victims of abuse a
finding it almost impossible to file a complaint and receive a responsetif$ or

the Border Patrol. Media and human rights groups are virtually excluded.

» Demonstrations against detention centers and other INS practdasiag brutally
guashed in Los Angeles by a phalanx of local and federal armed forces—riot squads,
mounted units, ATF agents, INS commando units, water cannons, tear gas...many
protestors are being injured and arrested; some of those not carrying propeemtscum
are being deported directly from a police station.

* Indigent defendants are waiting in jail for many months before th¢ appoints a
lawyer, and then experience a further wait before they have a chance tovgpehk

lawyer.

» The notion of bail is rapidly eroding. We're raised to believe that for other tepital
offense, reasonable bail must be offered.



We have a long history of not holding people in custody until their guilt has been
determined. That's not true anymore. We call the new concept "prevengntialet

» Citizens are being sentenced to inordinately long prison terms, often féotife,

providing information, or merely attempting to do so, to a country not named the United
States of America. The disclosure of the information—in some esrsasly publicly
available, or declassified before the arrest—would typically cause nd hatoaat all to

the United States, nor to anyone else on earth, except that the act of passinglieto an a
nation grates on the sensibilities of those who professionally play the sgoTedsthe
patriots game and the enemies game. These professional players are formdiotiagn

that the "betrayal" has caused "irreparable harm" or "incalculablagi' to US national
security. In some cases, the information has been passed only to the FBhgn a sti
operation, yet the duped person is put away for decades.

» The federal government is busily creating new documents, at the rateefige
million a year, which are unavailable to the ordinary citizens of the repudt@use they
are stamped with words like "Secret", "Top Secret", or "Eyes Only".

» Workers in the Defense Department's "Area 51", in the Nevada ,dmsesuffering and
dying from inhaling toxic chemicals that spew from the burning of hazardoussnas
huge open pits. They suffer severe, persistent respiratory distresgscanbeng guts,
ugly crusty scales, cracked and bleeding skin, "tissues filled with industaas rarely
seen in humans"...But because of the ultra secrecy surrounding Area 51, thelgtaan't
information about what chemicals they've been exposed to in order to get appropriat
medical treatment, and they can't claim worker's compensation bev@as®l can't be
investigated. The place is subject to no law of the land save nationalysecurit

* Black-uniformed officers in laced-up black boots, wearing black berégtspame tags
missing, are descending without warning on a prison, hauling prisoners, some without
clothes, from their beds, shackling them and beating them, jumping on ttiest ba

an inmate's head is driven into a wall, a sickening cracking sound, the pris@ans,
blood splatters the wall and the ground. All to demonstrate that the Correction
Commissioner doesn't "coddle" prisoners.

* Human Rights Watch and the ACLU are finding once again that the Unitied $&ta
violating Article 10 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rightsjed

by the US in 1992, which requires that all prisoners and detainees "be traated wi
humanity and with respect to the inherent dignity of the human person”. (Inyksoal
1999, there were 2,324 brutality claims against the NYPD, which killeesne every ten
days on average, often unarmed, at times in handcuffs, or in jail; police officeysofuilt
such actions are not being disciplined; some are later promoted.)

* You're exercising your precious freedom to vote and the only candidatestpdese
you with more than a snowball-in-hell's chance of winning are those whosegsol
enable them to raise about a half million dollars to contest a seatHiotise,



about five million for the Senate, and about a hundred million for the White HOuse
increasingly, the candidates themselves are multi-millionaires.

* In California, teenagers are being stopped, harassed, photographed and questioned by
police purely because their clothing is thought to be gang attire, or of gang colors.

In the early morn, sheriff's deputies are descending upon the homes of parent

suspected gang members, warning them that if they don't take responsibiliirfor th
children, they could face criminal charges, even jail.

* As in Detroit, New York, Philadelphia, Los Angeles and Indianapolis in recarg,ye
police in large cities are exhibiting a remarkable level of disdain fdatie of the land:
giving false information to courts to secure search warrants, or acting withoaints,
committing perjury on the stand, allowing the results of botched tests of drugs &dbe us
in criminal cases, staging drug raids in order to steal drugs, money, guns and other
valuables, taking money and drugs from dealers in exchange for immunity, robbing and
beating people on the streets of their precinct.

And they are exhibiting the same disdain for individual rights in numerous search-and-
destroy missions against private homes: using special "shock-lock" shotmds to

blow apartment doors off their hinges, or shooting off the door locks, tossing in "flash
bang grenades," which produce explosions that terrify and disorient peopldlyillega
searching the inhabitants, menacing them with their guns, firing shots at peibyletwi
cause, killing people, planting drugs or other false evidence on innocent people and
arresting them, tampering with evidence, forcing people outside almost nakedaite
arrest reports, or sometimes filing no charges at all after all teeiligag or threatening
people who make charges against them.

* New cases are being added to the more than 60,000 people suing the cityYadrKe
for being illegally strip-searched after being arrested for minor offenses

* Public relations firms, hired by large corporations and business assogiat®ns
utilizing hefty fees, lawyers, detectives, spies and phony "grassroots” campaigns to
influence the media and public opinion against food, environmental and otlrestsct
and authors who pose a threat to one of their special-interest cliemg,toynake the
activists look foolish, if not criminal, as they exercise their politiggits.

* NBC is canceling an appearance by a nuclear activist because shiti¢ciasd General
Electric, which owns the network. Another nuclear activist or author, or opponent of
military spending, is unwelcome at CBS because it belongs to Westinghouse; whil
yet another finds doors closed at ABC because of having treated the Disney @vatgom
with less than reverence; ditto at CNN, owned by the AOL-Time-Warnepast while

the advertisers are increasingly influencing the content of the newsstorie

(As A. J. Liebling famously wrote: "If you want freedom of the
press, you have to own one.")



 During a new US invasion abroad, the media is being severely restrictedtzs io

can report to the American people about the war; reporters are requirechibtbely

copy to the Pentagon censor, and are told where they can go, what they can film, who
they can interview; those who don't toe the line are transferred by their emphalgzr
heavy Pentagon pressure.

» The FBI is placing ads in Vietnamese-language and Russian-languagaperssn
the US asking immigrants to report on suspected spies amongst their numbers.

* A prison inmate's sacramental confession to a Catholic priestepstiously being
taped by prison officials. The personal mail of inmates, including thoseragviaual, is
being read.

» The FBI is staging photos used in a trial, and its crime laboratory is producing
scientifically flawed, misleading or altered evidence benefitting the proméccase

against a defendant, even allowing a judge to be impeached on false charges.uA Burea
official is destroying an internal report critical of an FBI action in ai@aar case and

not disclosing its existence to prosecutors or defense attorneys, or the Bulieaving a
inaccurate and/or incomplete "expert" testimony during court proceedings) itilin

such a way as to incriminate the accused. A veteran FBI agent who blows she wuni
such goings-on is being harassed and suspended.

» Medical records containing people's most intimate personal informaé&dreary
gathered and stored in commercial data banks maintained by hospital net(Bs,
drug companies and insurance companies. These organizations are exedasjngcr
pressure on doctors and therapists to reveal information about thempa@orporations
are requiring employment applicants to give them full rights to theirgaldicords.
Law enforcement and national security agencies are increasingly gaingss &ochis
information. Personal prescription drug information is being marketed.

* Police are setting up more and more cameras to observe the citizenryiorsipeéts.

* Police sting operations are ensnaring gay men and charging them withitgplicit
lewdness", under a state anti-sodomy law which prohibits homosexual couplest b
heterosexual couples, from having consensual oral sex in private. Maamekaving

gay sex clubs are being photographed by police, who then extort money from them by
threatening to inform their wives or bosses.

» Students are being suspended by their schools for refusing to stand up for theAmeric
flag or recite the Pledge of Allegiance, or for something they wrote in the school
newspaper or on their own personal home webpage.

» The INS is sending letters to immigrants who have been applying to ledize t
status. The letters tell the immigrants to come to the federal building, ormg I®, and



the INS will give them work permit good for a year. When the immigrants lgagere
at the INS office, they are promptly arrested and deported.

* Police are stopping cars on the road, stealing money and other goods from the
passengers, or taking bribes to refrain from making (false) arrests.

Police officers, now armed with a Supreme Court ruling, are searching thgibgof
a passenger in a car simply because they suspect the driver has done sometiging wr

» Undercover vice squads in Arizona, wearing black ski masks, are seizing husfdreds
copies of an adult newspaper from vending machines.

» Copies of the Cuban newspaper Gramma are being seized by customis offimnee
American city or another. Videos taken in Irag are being seized by Customs
returning American citizens.

» Mentally ill people are languishing in prisons all over the country, receiving no
treatment and often suffering physical and sexual abuse from other inmatesmeixl g

» Some persons judged to be mentally ill or retarded or in other ways regarded as
"misfits" are being sterilized without their knowledge in secluded esmifevarious state
institutions.

» The DEA, other federal and state agents and police are seizirgshboats, cars,
airplanes, real estate, furnishings, bank accounts and other assets betopgoyd
suspected of involvement in drug trafficking, or belonging to their spouses, often without
a conviction, and whether or not the assets seized were tied to the allegedncanse

state, a man is losing his home and his business for selling two grams oécttain
another, numerous cars are being confiscated from new car dealersfagsfpto

report all cash transactions involving more than $10,000. Elsewhere, a 7&l¢/ear-
grandmother is being dispossessed of her home for the sins of her fugitive, draog-deali
son.

The government agencies are selling these assets and using the proceeghifog
from patrol cars to parties. The expected value of forfeituratstismes a determining
factor in the question of who to raid. Police are routinely planting drugs andifagsify
police reports to establish probable cause for cash seizures. Pleadargastruck that
commonly favor drug kingpins willing to surrender their assets and penalizes"muith
nothing to trade. As of early 1999, there was $2.7 billion in the federal goverament'
"Asset Forfeiture Fund" alone.

» The concept of equal access to legal remedy and justice is being invalidateday

after a decade of deep government cutbacks to the legal aid program, thus robbing the
poor of what is often their sole defense against unscrupulous landlords, s8stsn ar
battering spouses, home foreclosure, consumer fraud and many other legahpeatsc



 People going to police stations to lodge complaints against officers are being
unceremoniously ushered out.

» Police in Los Angeles are carrying out a pre-dawn commando raid of more than 100
homes in a fishing expedition for individuals and contraband, yielding very little but
many frightened and upset residents.

* In many cities, the homeless are being rounded up in parks and other sitesdyppos
open to the public and taken to places where respectable citizens, péytioulasts,
will not be forced to cast eyes upon them.

» People who bring food to the homeless in public parks are being arrestgedcivih
giving out food without a permit, trespassing or whatever else the authoritidsrdan t
of; cooking equipment and vehicles are being confiscated.

» An FBI sting operation is entrapping police officers in Washington, DC aad/le¢se
by offering them bribes to escort supposed drug couriers, resulting in the dioegs

sentenced to as much as 55 years in prison without the possibility of paroletabl@eri
life sentence.

* In many states, thousands of people are having their driver's licensesdeasfor six
months for any drug conviction, whether or not their offenses were related to @pefati
a motor vehicle.

In some localities, students are being denied a driver's license bdoaiugeades and/or
attendance records are not good enough.

* Numerous individuals are being harassed and/or arrested becaupesitiae' alert”
from a drug-sniffing dog even though law enforcement and scientific €inelee known
for many years that most US currency has some amount of cocaine or othduckug s
to it—in Los Angeles it was found that more than 75 percent of all the paeymm
circulation was so tainted.

» Several other extreme police brutality cases like Rodney King in Los Angeles a
Abner Louima in Brooklyn are taking place, but there are no video cameras orsesnes
observing, or the victim dies and his death is ruled accidental or a heekt atta

* A public official who questions the War On Drugs is paying an awful pricefdikeer
Surgeon General Jocelyn Elders whose son was sentenced to 10 years in prison for
selling one-eighth of an ounce of cocaine to an undercover police officer. &Bs arr
took place five months after the sale, on a warrant issued a week after lines mot
suggested that the government study the legalization of drugs.

» Then there's the thing called Waco.

And these are the good new days



The Authorities can no longer claim as an excuse for their behavior aftbraanti-
Vietnam War radicals or a civil rights movement. The Black Panthéy Baistory, as

is the alleged International Communist Conspiracy. The Central Ametrcgyles are

over. And J. Edgar Hoover, proving, after all, that he actually had something in common
with the rest of humanity, has died.

Yet, from 1991 to 1999, the number of people in US prisons rose by more than 50
percent.

In place of finding a commie under every bed, they now find a drug possessor, usetr,
dealer, shipper or courier. Instead of the Soviet

Evil Empire, they now see Rogue Nations out there, Outlaw Nations, Pariah-States
enemies need catchy names—with their regiments of terrorists, suppofrterrorists,
acquaintances of terrorists, nuclear smugglers, questionable asygkenssand other
anti-American and un-American types. In place of civil rights agitatorg\ukieority
Juggernaut now zooms in on youth gangs, immigrants, environmentalists, welfare
recipients, prisoners and a host of other folks with a glaring deficit of pblgtawer.

What keeps most Americans from being shocked by the shredding of the Bidht$ i
that they have yet to feel the consequences, either personally or through somsate cl
them. It would appear, however, that they only have to wait. America'sriagesgpies,

in the meantime, remain blissfully ignorant of the above and in need oftg real
transplant.
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